6 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 60.] 533 


rw = - be 


i June: to, 191 








THERE IS NO INVESTMENT 


which offers the same attractive 
yield and security as 


AN ANNUITY 


purchased from a 


BRITISH PROPRIETARY 
COMPANY 


of unquestionable financial 
position. 





Send for full particulars to the 


LEGAL & GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 


1856. 


Assets exceed - 
Share Capital, fully subscribed 
_ » paid-up - 

rf uncalled 


£11,000,000 
£1,000,000 
£160,000 
£840,000 





TRUSTEES. 


THE EARL oF HALSBURY. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice DEANE. 

The Hon, Mr. Justice YouNGER 
RomER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
Cuas, P. JOHNSON, Eaq.. J.P. 


DIRECTORS. 
Deputy-Chairman, 
CHARLES P. JOHNSON, Esq., J.P, 
Follett, John 8., Eaq., J.P. 
Frere, John W. C., Esq. 
Haldane, Sir W. 5., W.8. 
Rawle, Thomas, Esq. 
Rider, J. E. W., Eaq. 
Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Eeq. 
Younger, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 


Chatrman. 

RoMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
Barrington, The Hon. W. B. L. 
Chadwyck-Healey, Sir Charles E. H., 

KCB, K.c, 


Channell, The Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur 
Deane, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 
Farrer, Henry L., Eaq. 

Finch, Arthur J., Esq., J.P. 





Heap Orrice: 10, FLEET ST., LONDON, E.C. 


The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, JUNE 1o, 1916 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 
£1 6s.; by Post, £1 8s.; Foreign, £1 10s, 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 








*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the name 
of the writer. 

GENERAL HEADINGS. 


SOCIETIES 
PRIZE MONBY..........ccccccccccssoece 
WINDING-Up NorTicss 
CREDITORS’ NOTICES 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES 
PUBLIC GENERAL STATUTES 


CURRENT TOPICS 

INTERLOCUTORY PROCEEDINGS IN THE 
HIGH CoURT 

REVIEWS 

CORRESPONDENCE ........cccecseeceee O87 

MBW ORDERS, AC... ..ccccccccamccce 5 





Cases Reported this Week. 


Burroughs-Fowler, Re. The Trustee of Burroughs-Fowler 
v. Burroughs- Fowler 

Cain v. Butler 

Owners, &c., of the Steam Tug “Simla” v. Owners of the 
ss. “Sarpen.” ‘The Sarpen” 

Sims & Woods (Lim.), Re. Woods v. The Company 

“The Alwina” 

Thomas, Re, Andrews v. Thomas............sescsscsseenseseeeees 

W. Leaper (Deceased), Re. Blyth v. Atkinson 





Current Topics. 


The Legal Birthday Honours. 

THE List of Birthday Honours does not contain many names 
belonging to the Law, but we notice with pleasure that the 
special services of the Lord Chief Justice—outside the law in- 
deed, and more in the region of finance—receive the recogni- 
tion of a Viscounty. Mr. Justice Boyp, of the Irish Bench, 
becomes a Privy Councillor in that country. Mr. Maurice 
Hitt, K.C., who has given greet assistance in shipping matters 
during the war, is knighted ; and the same honour is conferred 
on Mr. RoBErtT PEARCE, M.P., a member of the firm of Messrs. 
Bay.tis, Pearce, & Co. of London, and Mr. Georce H. Rap- 
FORD, M.P., a member of the firm of Messrs. RapFrorp & 
FRANKLAND, also of London. 


The Late Senor Triana. 

WE NOTICED with regret the announcement at the end of 
May of the death of Sefior Santiaco Perez Triana. A 
correspondent of the Times speaks of him as one of the most 
distinguished men among the South American delegates to the 
Second Hague Conference in 1907, at which he was one of 
the representatives of Colombia, his native country. His 
knowledge of the development of South America led to his ser- 
vices being utilized by the editors of the ‘‘ Cambridge Modern 
History,’’ and to Vol. 12, ‘‘ The Latest Age ’’ he contributed, 
under the title ‘‘ The International Position of the Latin 
American Races,’’ a part of chapter 21, on the Republics of 
Latin America. He became Minister here for Nicaragua, and 
when the present war broke out—we quote from the 7imes 
correspondent—‘‘ he devoted his literary powers to enlighten- 
ing the public of Spanish America respecting the causes of the 
unprovoked attack made by Germany and Austria on their 
peace-loving neighbours in a series of articles which appeared 
in the weekly review Hispania, of which thousands of copies 
were distributed in the Republics on both sides of the Southern 
Continent.’’ But to us his name is specially associated with 
the protest he made at The Hague Conference against the use 
of mines in maritime warfare save for strictly limited purposes. 
To him the thought of a great ship, crowded with human life, 
going to her doom through a hidden and treacherous peril was * 
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appalling and abhorrent in the extreme, and we have 
good reason at the present time to re-echo his protest. The 
Hague Peace Conferences are no doubt under a cloud. The 
pressure of events has destroyed faith in them and made many 
hopeless as to guarantees for peace in the future. But we do 
not take that view, and the ideals of a man like TRIANa, 
though shattered for the time, will revive with added strength 
when statesmanship, and the natural desire of the nations for 
peace, have found a way out of a struggle in which all the 
resources of science are devoted to the destruction of human 
life. 


The Custodian and Payment of Enemy Debts. 

At THE end of the war there will have, we presume, to be a 
balancing of accounts between traders who now find them- 
selves in the position of enemies, and so unable to enforce their 
claims against each other. To this end the available assets in 
England of alien enemies are vested, or may be vested, in the 
Public Trustee as Custodian, and it would be premature to 
inquire how these will be dealt with when the time for 
balancing arrives. The total enemy property in this country, 
including debts, which has been notified or paid over under the 
Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, amounted 
on 3lst March to £134,000,000, so the problem will be one of 
some magnitude. Meanwhile, under section 5 (2) of the Act, 
the Custodian has power, if authorized by the Judge of the 
High Court having cognizance of the matter—that is, Mr. 
Justice YouNGER—and in certain other cases, to pay out of the 
property of any particular enemy the debts of that enemy ; 
but before paying any such debt the Custodian must take into 
consideration the sufficiency of the property vested in him to 
satisfy other claims. Rules were made under the Act, dated 
llth January, 1915 (59 Soticirors’ JourNaL, p. 235), and by 
rule 4 (4) it was provided that, in directing payments under 
section 5 (2) of the Act, the Judge should act in accordance 
with the practice of the Chancery Division in the administra- 
tion of estates. The practice in administration depends 
partly on R. 8. C., ord. 55, and this by rule 63 provides that, 
on debts proved in chambers which do not carry - interest, 
interest shall be paid at 4 per cent. per annum from the date 
of the administration order out of surplus assete. 


Interest on Enemy Debts. 

In aN application before Youncer, J., last week by a 
creditor of Krupp’s Essen Works (Re Fried Krupp Aktien- 
Gesellschaft (Times, 2nd inst.), it was contended that the effect 
of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act and Rules was 
to entitle creditors, by virtue of the Supreme Court rule just 
cited, to interest on their debts, although not by contract bear- 
ing interest. Property of Krupp’s had been vested in the 
Custodian considerably in excess of the debts which had been 
proved ; these amounted to about £41,700; and it was argued 
that the vesting order under the Trading with the Enemy 
Amendment Act was equivalent to an administration order 
within rule 63. The Act, however, only allows payment of 
“‘ debts,’’ and the learned Judge held that, if the rules under 
the Act purported to authorize payment of interest which 
was not a “‘debt,’’ they were ultra vires. Moreover, he 
declined to admit that the rule in administration under which 
all creditors who proved must be paid in due course could 
apply to payment under the present Act, as to which a discre- 
tion is vested in the Custodian. Indeed, as he pointed out, 
to admit such a hard-and-fast rule would let in creditors 
abroad, who might be alien enemies residing in neutral 
countries, and also neutral creditors who could have recourse to 
assets abroad, either in neutral countries or in Germany. The 
result of the judgment was that creditors in this country could 
not claim out of enemy assets vested in the Custodian any more 
than was legally due, and as to this their claim was subject to 
the discretion vested in the Custodian and the Court. The 
rule applying the practice in administration was no doubt 
useful in ordinary circumstances, but it was inoperative so far 


The New Payment of Enemy Debts Rules. 


THE pectsion of YounceEr, J., in Krupp’s case (supra) has 
led to a prompt revision of the Trading with the Enemy 
(Vesting and Application of Property) Rules, 1915, and we 
print the new rules elsewhere. Rules 4 and 5 of the Rules of 
1915 are annulled, and the direction that the Judge in 
ordering payments under section 5 (2) of the Trading with the 
Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, shall act in accordance with the 
rules and practice in administration disappears, and with it, of 
course, the argument for payment of interest advanced in 
Krupp’s case. In other words, the correctness of the learned 
Judge’s opinion that the former rules were wtra vires is 
recognized. The new rule substituted for rule 4 (3) merely 
authorizes the Judge to direct such accounts and inquiries as 
to debts as may seem requisite, and as to the property avail- 
able for payment; and the limitation on the functions of the 
Custodian introduced by the proviso to section 5 (2) of the 
Act is expressly safeguarded ; at least, such is the obvious in- 
tention, though the words by which this is done do not seem 
to be quite in accordance with the proviso. The new rule 4 
directs that all applications under section 5 (2) to authorize 
payment of debts out of property vested in the Custodian shall 
be made by the Court or Judge by whom the vesting order 
was made. 


The New County Court Emergency Rules. 


WE print elsewhere new County Court Rules under the 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 and 1916. The object 
is to adapt the existing emergency procedure to the new restric- 
tion on claims against officers and men of His Majesty’s Forces. 
Provision is also made for the procedure on applications to 
determine tenancies under section 2 of the recent Act (ante, 
p. 517). 


Inducement to Break a Contract. 


Ever since the decision of Lumley v. Gye (1853, 2 E. & B. 
216) it has been recognized that a common lay action in “‘ case’’ 
to recover damages will lie against a stranger who induces, 
without lawful excuse, one contracting party to commit a 
breach of his contractual duties, and that a court of equity 
will likewise restrain the defaulting party by injunction from 
the commission of such breach. ‘“ A violation of legal right 
committed knowingly is a cause of action,’’ said the Court of 
Appeal in Bowen v. Hall (1881, 6 Q. B. D. 333), ‘‘ and 
ron’ it is a violation of legal right to interfere with con- 
tractual relations recognized by law, if there be no sufficient 
justification for interference.’’ The rule thus laid down has 
been elaborated and defined in numerous trade union cases, in 
which the main bone of contention has been the point 
indicated by the words we have italicized in the above quota- 
tion, namely, what sort of facts constitute a legal justification 
for such an extraneous interference with the contractual rights 
of others. A very bold and ingenious, but unsuccessful, 
attempt to extend this rule to a quite unexpected class of cases 
has just been made in Scott v. Gamble and Others (Times, 6th 
inst.). Here certain justices acting as licensors of films by. 
delegation from the proper local authority under the 
Cinematograph Act, 1904, had attached to licences granted by 
them a condition forbidding inter alia ‘‘ objectionable ’’ films, 
and had served a notice on the exhibitors of certain films that 
the films in question would be forbidden on this ground. The 
proprietors of the films had a running contract with the 
exhibitors for the exhibition of these films on mutually pro- 
fitable terms. They now boldly sued the justices, claiming 
damages and an injunction, on the ground that they, by that 
notice, had induced or attempted to induce the exhibitors to 
break their contract. 


The Status of Cinematograph Licensing Justices. 
Now To this bold contention there must obviously be some 

answer, even if we begin by admitting that the conduct of the 

licensing justices did amount to an jnducement of the kind 





as its effect would be to carry the rights of creditors further 
than the Act iteelf warranted. 
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only when there is no sufficient justification for interference. 
It might at first sight seem obvious that the decision of 
justices in the course of performing a statutory duty is not a 
matter for a claim to damages at law, and that the proper re- 
medy for an aggrieved party is to ask them tostate a case. But 
in Huish v. Justices of Liverpool (1914, 1 K. B. 109) it was held 
that justices at petty sessions exercising delegated powers 
under the Cinematograph Act are not a court of summary 
jurisdiction and have no power to state a case; their duties 
are administrative duties of a quasi-judicial kind. Such being 
their status, the only way of questioning their action is either 
by the prerogative writ of certiorari, or by an action for an 
injunction to restrain the illegal exercise of it. Proceedings 
by certiorari may seem the most natural, but it was held in 
Ex parte Stott (1916, 1 K. B. 7) that persons in the position of 
the plaintiffs are not parties ‘‘ interested ’’ in the licence, and 
therefore have no locus standi in an application for a 
prerogative writ; hence it was necessary to invent the round- 
about cause of action we have described. Illegal exercise of 
an administrative discretion, it is well known, can only be 
alleged when that exercise is either lacking in bona fides or 
lacking in reasonableness (Theatre de Luxe (Halifar) v. Gled- 
hill, 1915, 2 K. B. 49). The question therefore narrows itself 
down to this: was the condition attached to the licence a 
reasonable condition or not? Mr. Justice Horripce held 
that it was eminently reasonable, so that the notice of the 
licensing justices was in order, and therefore no violation of 
legal right had been committed by them. 


The Genuineness of Milk. 


A most important problem in Local Government Law, which 
has troubled almost every petty sessional bench in this 
country, has at last been authoritatively decided by a 
Divisional Court in a case stated in Hunt v. Richardson (Times, 
3rd inst.). Under section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act, 1875, 
it is an offence to sell, to the prejudice of a purchaser, an 
article which is not of the ‘‘ nature, substance and quality ’’ 
demanded by him. If he asks merely for ‘‘ milk,’’ he is 
deemed to ask for ‘‘ pure milk*’’—in the absence of a con- 
trary bargain—and the question arises, what sort of milk is of 
the ‘‘ nature, substance and quality ’’ connoted by the term 
“pure milk.’”’ To settle this problem the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1899, section 4, conferred on the Board of Agri- 
culture power to define purity and genuineness in certain 
foodstufis. Now the Sale of Milk Regulations, 1901, made 
by the Board, say that, where milk contains less than 3 per 
cent. of milk fat, or less than 8°5 per cent. of milk solids other 
than milk fat, the milk shall be deemed not to be genuine 
until the contrary is proved—either because fat has been 
abstracted or because water has been added. This test may 
be a good normal test of genuineness in the case of milk, but it 
sometimes happens that' milk, to which no water has been 
added and from which no fat has been abstracted, falls short 
of the standard. This is usually due to the use of inferior 
herbage for feeding, or to the lack of proper winter fodder. 
Suppose milk contains less than the standard percentage, but 
the seller shews that he sold it just as it came from the cow, 
has he ‘‘ proved the contrary ’’ and established the genuine- 
ness of his milk? This was precisely the point which arose in 
Hunt v. Richardson. Here it was held by justices that the 
farmer fed his cows on watery herbage with the knowledge 
that by so doing he would increase the quantity and diminish 
the quality of his milk. Could he contend that milk so pro- 
duced, an falling short of the standard test, was ‘“‘genuine 
milk’’? Five judges sat to solve the problem, and only 
decided it in the farmer’s favour by three votes to two. The 
two seem to have been influenced by the provision of the Sale 
of Goads Act, 1893, that goods sold by description must be of 
merchantable quality, though this seems hardly relevant. Since 
no appeal lies from the high Court in a criminal matter, 
the point now appears to be.finally settled ; in other words, the 
cow sets the test of what is pure milk ; possibly an obvious con- 


Salvage Services by a King’s Ship. 

In Two recent cases of some importance, which in substance 
raise the same point, namely, The Broadmayne (ante, p. 367) 
and The Sarpen (Times, 6th inst.), the Court of Appeal has 
reversed a decision of Barcrave Deane, J. In each the 
point was whether a vessel requisitioned by the Admiralty is 
a ‘‘ship belonging to His Majesty,’’ in which case, under 
section 557 (1) of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, the ship 
itself is debarred from claiming salvage reward, and its crew 
are forbidden to make a claim for personal reward against the 
ship salved without the consent of the Admiralty. Now a 
requisitioned ship is taken by the Crown either by virtue of the 
Prerogative, or under the Defence of the Realm Acts; but in 
either case the terms of compensation for user of the ship are 
settled as a rule by agreement between the parties. In The 
Broadmayne no such agreement was entered into, and it was 
held, after clearing up some confusion as to dates, that the 
salving ship—The Mocengte—-ka been requisitioned, so as to 
be a Crown ship, at the date of the salvage operations. In 
the case of The Sarpen the tug which rendered the salvage 
services—The Simla—was taken by the Admiralty under an 
agreement by which the owners were to pay wages, pay health 
insurance, provide stores, take marine risks, do repairs, and 
navigate the vessel; and a charter party embodying these 
terms and the rate of hiring was to be drawn up at some future 
date. The Court of Appeal held, no doubt correctly, that this 
arrangement gives to the Crown only a lease of the ship and 
not ownership of it, so that it does not belong to His Majesty 
within the meaning of section 557 (1). This seems simple 
enough, but part of Mr. Justice BARGRAVE DEANE’s difficulty 
was that no such agreement had been entered into when the 
case was before him. The agreement was entered into subse- 
quently and made retrospective. It was naturally argued on 
behalf of the owners of the salved vessel that a retrospective 
agreement to which they were not parties should not affect a 
judgment gained prior to the execution of the agreement ; but 
the Court disposed of this point—perhaps not very satisfac- 
torily—by saying that primad facie a vessel which renders 
salvage services is entitled to salvage reward ; that the burden 
of disproving this right is on the objector to it; and that, as 
the terms of hire had not been settled at the trial, they could 
not set up the existence of any right at all on the part of 
Crown at that date. 








Interlocutory Proceedings in the 


High Court. 


By Mastet T. Wities Carry. 
IV. 

Counterclaim.—The position of a counterclaim is still un- 
settled, and daily gives rise to difficulties. The earlier cases 
seemed to have settled that a counterclaim was altogether dif- 
ferent from a set-off, and was really in the position of an in- 
dependent action being tried together with the original action. 
But Bankes v. Jarvis (reported in 1903, 1 K. B. 549) has 
thrown serious doubt on all this. In that case, it will be re- 
membered, CHANNELL, J., says that by the Judicature Act and 
the rules ‘‘ an unliquidated claim is now put on the same foot- 
ing as a liquidated claim for the purpose of a set-off,”’ and that 
‘‘a claim may now be set-off although it is unliquidated.”’ 
Now this gives rise to several practical difficulties, one of which 
is the proper mode of dealing with a counterclaim when it is 
set up in answer to an otherwise admitted claim under 
Order 14. Ought judgment to be given for the plaintiff sub- 
ject to a stay pending trial of the counterclaim, or is the 
defendant entitled to unconditional leave to defend? There 
are conflicting decisions on this point, and much confusion in 
the practice as to it, and a matter like this, which is of daily 
occurrence, should at once be settled. So should the right 
of a plaintiff to deliver a reply to a counterclaim. It is difficult 
to see why he should have to get leave to do so. Order 23, 


which deals with replies, is altogether out of date and incon- 
sistent with Order 30. 





clusion, notwithstanding judicial difference of opinion, 
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Particulars.—With regard to particulars, it is suggested 
that either party who wants particulars should, in the first 
instance, apply for them by a letter, and that provision should 
be made for the costs of such a letter, and if any necessary par- 
ticulars were not given in the pleadings or in answer to such 
a letter, the costs should primd facie fall on the party omitting 
or refusing to give them. 


Discovery.—With regard to discovery, it is suggested that 
much expense might be saved by requiring that each party 
should, a certain time after the pleadings are closed, furnish 
the other with a list of the relevant documents in his posses- 
sion, and that an affidavit should only be required where the 
party was not satisfied with his opponent’s list. This sugges- 
tion has been misunderstood. The power to require an 
affidavit as to the documents that are or have been in the pos- 
session of the opposite party is a very valuable one. It is not 
for a moment suggested that this should be done away with. 
In many cases it is essential in the interests of justice. All 
that is suggested is that in some cases, when the documents 
are of minor importance and when neither party suspects 
the honesty of the other, an inexpensive list should be sub- 
stituted for the more expensive affidavit, subject to the right 
of either party in every case to require an affidavit of discovery 
when discovery is ordered at all. 


Ord. 31, r. 19a (3), which deals with application for dis- 
covery of specific documents, does not, it is submitted, satis- 
factorily deal with the defect that it was framed to meet. It 
was decided that a party could not challenge or go behind 
his opponent’s affidavit of documents except in very limited 
circumstances, and rule 19 was framed to meet this. But it 
only deals with the case where the party can specify certain 
specific documents as being in his opponent’s possession, and 
in White v. Spafford (1901, 2 K. B. 241) the Court of Appeal 
put a very limited construction on this rule. Now it fre- 
quently happens that a party in making his affidavit of docu- 
ments takes an altogether erroneous view as to what are rele- 
vant documents. Sometimes hé does so perfectly honestly ; 
at other times dishonestly. It is sometimes very difficult to 
say which are and which are not relevant documents. In 
either case it is difficult to see why you should not be able to 
call his attention to the suggested omission, and require him, 
if the Master thinks it a proper case, to state whether he has 
not got or has not had a particular class of documents, so 
that the question of their relevancy may be discussed. The 
absence of such a power simply gives a rogue an advantage, 
and can never assist an honest man. 


Interrogatories.—With regard to interrogatories, attention 
must be called to the state of the rules. Ord. 31, r. 1, says 
that you cannot deliver any interrogatories without leave. 
It then goes on to provide that no party shall deliver more 
than one set of interrogatories without an order, which seems 
unnecessary. Rule 1 having provided that you must get leave 
to administer any particular interrogatory and that no irre- 
levant interrogatories shall be allowed, rule 6 provides that 
any objection to answer an interrogatory on the ground that 
it is irrelevant may be taken in the answer; and to make the 
matter more ridiculous, rule 7 provides that any interro- 
gatories may be set aside on the ground that they have been 
exhibited unreasonably or struck out on the ground that they 
are unnecessary ; and rule 11 provides that if a party fails to 
answer interrogatories, you may applv for an order requiring 
him to answer, which of course you have already got in the 
original order giving you leave to deliver them. Can one 
imagine anything more incongruous? Of course all these rules 
ought to have been resettled or annulled when it was first made 
necessary to get leave before interrogating. 


A ppeals.—With regard to appeals to the Court of Appeal, 
it is suggested that much expense and injustice might be 
avoided by a simple method of dealing with the question as to 


what are final and what are interlocutory orders. This could 
easily be provided for by directing that on application to a 
Master he should direct into which list an appeal should go. 





In doubtful cases the Master might be required to consult one 
of the Lords Justices. 


Attachment of Debts.—A word must be added as to attach- 
ment of debts. Ord. 45, r. 1, provides for this and that the 
order nisi shall be served on ‘‘ the garnishee or his solicitor,”’ 
which seems singularly inept, as the garnishee does not have 
any solicitor until after he is served. Rule 3 provides that 
if the garnishee does not forthwith pay into court the amount 
due, certain proceedings are to follow. But the rules do not 
say how this payment into court is to be made, and it was 
decided years ago that the garnishee would get no discharge 
if he made it: Turner v. Jones (1857, 1 H. & N. 878); 
London Corporation v. J. S. Bank (1881, 6 App. Cas. 393); 
Re Webster (1907, 1 K. B. 623); s0 the rule is positively 
misleading, if not a regular trap. 

The point, however, to which it is desired to call particular 
attention is the absence of any provision providing that 
garnishee issues in small cases may be remitted to the county 
court. This is often productive of great hardship. You can 
remit certain small actions and interpleader proceedings, but 
you cannot remit garnishee proceedings, although the 
garnishee may live in some small and distant country town 
and the amount in dispute is but £10, or even less. 

The Delay im Reform of the Rules.—But it will be said that 
many of these suggestions are not new. That is true, and 
the fact that they are not new emphasises the suggestion that 
some reform is necessary in our rule-making authority. In 
1908, not to go further back, a committee sat which was 
presided over by Lord Macnacuten. That committee recom- 
mended some of the amendments that are here suggested, 
including those as to the County Court Acts and as to the 
trial of smal] actions before Masters. In 1912 a Departmental 
Committee, presided over by Lord Mersey, sat to inquire into 
the law and practice as to juries. At the request of that 
committee a set of rules, which the committee were good 
enough to describe in their report as ‘‘an admirable set of 
rules,’’ was prepared, and was in the report recommended to 
the attention of the Rule Committee. Those rules dealt with 
the mode and place of trial, and embodied and reproduced 
as rules the suggestions here made on those matters and some 
amendments of the rules. In 1913 a Royal Commission sat 
to inquire into the delay in the King’s Bench Division, and 
in their report presented an analysis of some suggestions made 
with regard to practice and procedure, which embodied many 
of those advocated in these articles. It will therefore be seen 
that many of these matters have been approved of and recom- 
mended by influential committees and commissions for a 
number of years, and still they all remain unaltered. 

There are two chief reasons for this state of things. The 
first is the want of an efficient set of rules, well drafted, 
elastic, and adapted to the requirements of practice, systema- 
tically revised at regular periods, and always kept well up to 
date to meet the varying requirements of the practice as they 
arise. The second the want of an efficient tribunal to settle 
the points of practice and procedure—both as they arise on 
appeal from the Masters’ decisions, and as they arise in the 
course of practice—by way of rules or practice directions. 

With regard to the first of these, let us go back for a 
moment to the present Rules of the Supreme Court. These 
were last revised in 1883. They consisted originally of some 
1,045 rules. Since then they have been amended, altered, 
annulled, restored and re-amended by some 500 new rules. 
An examination of the rules shews— 


That many of them are badly drafted, especially the 
added ones. 

That there are in them several misprints and errors of 
that sort. 

That many of them are altogether obsolete and others 
are quite out of date, and do not represent the existing 
practice, and have, in fact, come to be more or less dis- 
regarded. 

That many are unnecessary—we want fewer rules, not 
more. 
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-That many of the new rules and additions have been 
made without regard to the effect they would have on the 
existing rules, with the result that there are now many 
inconsistencies. 

That the new rules are not always introduced in the 
right place; and, indeed, in recent years, many of the 
new rules have been passed without assigning them to any 
particular place. 

That the new rules are not always so framed as to meet 
the difficulty which they were intended to meet, owing to 
the fact that the Rule Committee have not had the diffi- 
culty explained to them by some person who really under- 
stood what it was. 


[Z'o be continued.] 








Reviews. 
Torts. 


Tue Law or Torts:A TREATISE ON THE EnGiisn Law or LIABILITY 
ror Crvit Insuries. By Joun W. Satmonp, Solicitor-General for 
New Zealand. Fovurtnu Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 25s. 


In the preface to the first edition of this luminous and useful 
work Mr. Salmond said that he had endeavoured to set forth the 
principles of the law of torts with as much precision, coherence, and 
system as the subject admitted of. The qualification was necessary, 
for this branch of the law presents considerable difficulties to an 
author who desires to reduce it to a coherent system, and in the 
more lengthy preface to the new edition Mr. Salmond lays stress on 
the doubts which still attend the subject of liability for accidental 
injury. Especially, he says, is this so with the rule established by 
Rylands v. Fletcher (L. R. 3 H. L. 330). “No decision in the law of 
torts has done more to prevent the establishment of a simple and 
uniform system of civil responsibility, and its true meaning and 
limitations remain to this day the subject of dispute and un- 
certainty.” And he adds that similar difficulties beset the law as 
to liability for injuries caused by mischievous animals ; and that it 
is the same with the line of cases as to vicarious responsibility for 
the negligence of independent contractors. These and other matters 
are the subject of continual decision. Quite recently (ante, p. 425) 
we called attention td the subtleties of the law as to damage by 
animals; and Mr. Salmond has‘ found abundant occasion for 
revising and in some measure rewriting his book. The decision of 
the House of Lords in Lloyd v. Grace, Smith & Co. (1912, A. C. 716), 
as to the liability of a solicitor for the fraud of his clerk, has 
required the re-writing of the part dealing with the liability of an 
employer for the wilful wrong-doing of his servant; a new section 
has been suggested by Cooke v. Midland Great Western Railway of 
Treland (1909, A. C. 229), on liability towards child trespassers ; and 
the decision of the Court of Appeal in Hurst v. Picture Theatres 
(Limited) (1915, 1 K. B. 1) has led to a revision of the section dealing 
with licences and the rule in Wood v. Leadbitter (13 M. & W. 838). 
In effect Wood v. Leadbitter has been overruled, and Mr. Salmond 
appears to take this view, though he suggests that it may still 
survive for some purposes. Possibly this is a needless refinement. 
The book as a whole has been very carefully revised. and it contains 
one of the most serviceable discussions we have of the law of torts. 








Correspondence. 


Conscientious Objectors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir—As one who has had to study the ways of the Tribunals in 
the London area, I should like to controvert the view expressed by 
your correspondent, Mr. Bramley. 

Parliament has imposed upon the Tribunals the difficult task of 
ascertaining whether a man who claims exemption on the ground of 
a conscientious objection has, in fact, a conscientious objection. 
Frequently the applicant’s statement is supported by the evidence 
of his father or mother or friends of long standing. and none of the 
evidence is shaken by cross-examination. In such cases T submit 
that the duty of the Tribunal to grant exemption is clear. But 
manv members of Tribunals cannot, apparently, bring themselves to 
decide in accordance with the evidence. 

Your correspondent apvears to think that the fact that an 
applicant is a member of the No Conscription Fellowship—a body of 
persons who believe that human life ig sacred—is evidence that he 








cannot have a conscientious objection to military service. It is no 
wonder that your correspondent approves of the Tribunals. 
CHARLES Percy SANGER. 
5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., June 5. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re THOMAS, ANDREW v. THOMAS. No.1. 22nd and 23rd May. 


Company—CapPITaL AND INCOME—INVESTMENT OF SuRPLUS PROFITS IN 
SHares or ANOTHER CoMPANY—AMALGAMATION—DISTRIBUTION OF 
Assets REPRESENTING Reserve Funp as DivipEND—INTENTION OF 
Company—Ruicuts oF BENEFICIARIES. 


Where a company makes a distribution of part of its assets among its 
shareholders, the question whether the shares or moneys allotted ought 
to be treated as capital or income is one which depends on the intention 
of the company. 

The A company invested accumulated surplus profits in shares of a 
trust company which held shares in companies B, C and D. On an 
amalgamation of companies A, B, C and D the scheme provided that 
the investments representing the reserve fund should be retained by the 
A company for distribution among its shareholders. The trust com- 
pany then went into liquidation, and its assets, consisting of shares im 
the combine and cash, were distributed as a dividend among the share- 
holders of company A. 

Held, there had been no capitalization of this reserve fund, and that 
as between tenant for life and remaindermen of settled shares the 
funds distributed must be treated as income and not as capital. 

Bouch v. Sproule (12 A. C. 397) applied. 


Appeal by a defendant, Lord Rhondda, from a decision of Sargant, 
J. (reported ante, p. 387). Under a marriage settlement, dated 
1882, and the will of the husband, 8S. M. Thomas, dated 3rd 
April, 1910, a large number of ordinary shares in the Cambrian 
Collieries (Limited) were settled upon trusts for the benefit of Mary 
Hamilton Thomas during her life, and subject thereto for persons in 
remainder. The Collieries Company had made very large profits, and 
in January, 1913, invested their reserve funds in the shares of the 
Oambrian Trust Co., which was not a working company, but held 
shares in three other colliery companies, the Glamorgan Coal Co. 
(Limited), the Naval Colliery Co. (1897) (Limited), and the Britannic 
Merthyr Coal Co. (Limited). In March, 1913, a new company, the 
Consolidated Cambrian (Limited) was incorporated for the purpose of 
amalgamating the working companies into one combine. The share- 
holders were given the opportunity, on advantageous terms, of 
exchanging their shares for shares in the new combine. A note to the 
scheme stated that the Collieries Company’s assets in the trust com- 
pany would be distributed among Oambrian ordinary shareholders. On 
the adoption of the scheme the Trust Company exchanged all their 
shares for shares in the combine and went into liquidation. A resolu- 
tion was duly passed by the Cambrian Collieries Co. for the distribu- 
tion of the Trust Company’s assets by means of the payment of a 
dividend. The question having arisen whether the dividend so paid 
to the trustees of the above settlement and will represented capital or 
income, Sargant, J., decided ‘that it was income payable to the tenant 
for life. and the remainderman appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the Court had listened to very care- 
ful arguments from the appellant’s counsel, but having heard those 
arguments, he thought that the judgment of Sargant, J., was right 
and ought to be affirmed. The position 6f trustees holding shares in 
a company was a peculiar one; the company did not recognize any 
trust, and treated the trustees alone as the shareholders. Here the 
company had been exceedingly successful, and had invested large 
reserves in a trust company holding shares in three other colliery 
companies. [His lordship here stated the principal terms of the 
Cambrian combine scheme and continued :] It was known to everybody 
concerned that the Cambrian Collieries Co. had a very large sum 
representing surplus profits which could not be dealt with in the same 
way as the other assets of the combine. The company, if it had been 
so minded, might have declared a dividend using up the whole of this 
accumulated fund. In every case of the kind there was always the 
risk of the rights of the tenant for life and remainderman of settled 
shares being affected by the resolutions of the company. The trustees 
simply came into the scheme and accepted the new shares allotted to 
them. But then what was to happen to the reserve fund? There were 
good reasons for the payment of those assets direct to the shareholders 
of the Collieries Company. Those shares were allotted by the com- 
panv as income and not as capital. It was perfectly clear from the 
language used that that was the intention of the company. The com- 
iainv did not want. more capital, and there was no reason why they 
should not act as they did. But then it had been argued that the 
trustees really sold their interest in the Collieries Company for two 
distinct sums which must both be treated as canital, and that as 
trustees they were in a different position from ordinary shareholders. 
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There was no question of any breach of trust, and they had come into 
the scheme in perfectly good faith. The House of Lords had decided 
in Bouch v. Sproule (12 A. C. 397) that the question whether a distribu- 
tion by a company ought to be treated as being capital or income 
depended entirely on the intention of the company making it. Here 
there was no indication whatever that the company ever intended to 
treat this money as capital and not as income. The appeal would 
therefore be dismissed. 

Picxrorp, L.J., and Nevis, J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—Counse., P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and F. Baden Fuller; F. H. 
Maugham K.C., and 7. R. Attwater; J. M. Gover. Soxicrrors, Torr 
& Sons, for Roberts & Andrew, Exeter; Newton C. Driver. 


[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


OWNERS, &c., OF TdE STEAM TUG “SIMLA” v. OWNERS OF 
THE 88. ‘‘SARPEN.”—-“* THE SARPEN.” No. 2, 22nd, 23rd, and 
24th Mirch; 27th May; 5th Jane. 

Surp—Satvace—Suie ReQvisirionep sy ADMIRALTY—CLAIM FOR 

SaLVAGE Services—WuHeTHER CONSENT oF ADMIRALTY NECESSARY— 
Mercnant Surprtmnc Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 60), s. 557 


By section 557 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, ‘‘ no claim for 
salvage services by the commander or crew or part of the crew of any 
of her Majeaty’s ships shall be finally adjudicated upon unless the con- 
sent of the Admiralty to the prosecution of that claim is proved.” 


Held, that in the case of a ship which had been requisitioned by the 
Admiralty, such ship was not in the position of a King’s ship by reason 
merely of the fact that the Admiralty insured her against war risks 
and paid her owners for the right exclusively to employ her, and, there- 
fore, proof of the consent of the Admaralty was not a condition before 
a claim for salvage services could be prosecuted by her owners, master, 
and crew. 


Decision of Bargrave Deane, J. (reported 31 7. R. 576) reversed. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs, the owners, &c., of the tug Simla, from 
a decree of Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, sitting as Judge in the 
Admiralty Court, in an action by them, claiming salvage in respect of 
services rendered to the Norwegian steamship Sarpen, when she was 
ashore on Papa Stronsay, in the Orkneys, on 18th and 19th April, 1915. 
The action raised an important question as to the right of tugs requi- 
sitioned by the Government to sue for salvage, as by section 557 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, ‘‘no claim for salvage services by the 
commander or crew or part of the crew of any of her Majesty’s ships 
shall be finally adjudicated upon unless the consent of the Admiralty 
to the prosecution of that claim is proved.’’ Under the Proclamation 
of 3rd August, 1914, the Admiralty were authorized to requisition 
and take up any British ship for his Majesty’s service, and 7'he 
Simla was requisitioned under the powers so granted, and hence- 
forth was solely a ship in Government employ. Her master, hearing 
that The Sarpen was ashore, communicated with the naval officer at 
Kirkwall, caiee whose orders he was, and obtained permission to render 
assistance. The view of the law the learned judge took was that a 
‘requisitioned ’’ ship was in the same position as a King’s ship, 
although she was not the property of or demised to the Crown, and on 
the general principle that a King’s ship, though bound to render assist- 
ance to a ship in distress, could not claim salvage for the assistance 
so rendered, he dismissed the claim. In the event of his decision being 
overruled, he awarded £800 as salvage benefit. The appeal by the 
plaintiffs from that decree was argued last sittings, and judgment 
reserved. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., in giving judgment, said that since the trial 
of the action before Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane an agreement had been 
come to between the Admiralty and the tug owners, settling the terms 
of the engagement of The Simla. By this agreement the Admiralty 
were, to pay an agreed sum per day for the hire of the tug; the rate 
was framed on the following conditions :—‘‘ Owners are to pay “wages 
and health insurance of the crew; to provide and pay for all stores 
and the necessary equipment for the proper and efficient working of the 
vessel, and to take marine risks on the vessel and crew. Admiralty to 
accept war risks on the vessel and crew and to provide coal. In the 
event of loss of time or prevention of a vessel working owing to defi 
ciency of men or stores, defects, or damage not due to a contingency 
coming under the category of war risks, payment of hire shall cease 
until she be again in an efficient state to resume her service, and the 
cost of repair of such defects or damage shall be an owner’s charge. 
A yr wren wer to be issued later.’’ These terms were retrospective, 
and date back to Wth July, 1914. This Court, having now before it 
the terms so settled, was in a much better position than Bargrave 
Deane, J., was to determine whether the ship was to be deemed to be 
a ship belonging to his Majesty, within the meaning of section 557 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act. By the terms of that section, where 
salvage services were rendered by any ship belonging to his Majesty, 
or by the commander or crew thereof, no claim shall be allowed for any 
loss, damage, or risk caused to the ship or her stores, tackle, or furni 
ture, or for the use of any stores or other articles belonging to his 
Majesty, supplied in order to effect those services, or for any other 
expense or loss sustained by his Majesty by reason of that service. 
This provision was a re-enactment of section 484 of the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act, 1854. Where salvage services were rendered by a King’s 
ship, no claim to salvage could be made in respect of the ship, but the 








commander and crew might prosecute a claim with the consent of the 
Admiralty (section 557 of the Act of 1894). Before this provision and 
the corresponding enactment in the Act of 1854 there was in force an 
order of the Board of Admiralty of 0th January, 1852, directing the 
officers of her Majesty’s ships not to claim reward for salvage services 
rendered to vessels in distress unless the service was one of real import 
ance, or was accompanied with hazard (Kennedy on Civil Salvage, 2nd 
ed., p. 113). The question was whether 7'he Simla was to be con- 
sidered a King’s ship for the purpose of determining whether a claim 
for salvage could be made on behalf of the ship and her owners. His 


lordship dealt with the facts outlined above, and said he was of opinion | 


that the terms on which it was now known that The Sarpen had been 
requisitioned no longer left that question in doubt. The Crown under 
took to insure the ship against war risks, but the owners were to insure 
the ship out of the rate paid for her hire against maritime risks. The 
Simla owed no duty towards 7'he Sarpen, and the services rendered 
(though with the sanction of the Admiralty) were rendered voluntarily 
as between the salvors and the salved. In all cases of salvage by a 
King’s ship, where the commander and crew were entitled to obtain 
a saleans award, they were acting under orders, given either in general 
instructions or by a superior officer in the particular instance. With 
regard to the amount to be awarded, which Bargrave Deane, J., assessed 
at £800, if this Court should be of opinion that salvage could be recov- 
ered, he saw no ground for differing from the learned Judge on the 
question of amount. There did not appear to have been any misappre 
hension on his part as to the facts of the case, or any error in point 
of principle. In his judgment, the appeal should be allowed, and £800 
awarded to the salvors. 

Picxrorp, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. 

Bankes, L.J., was of opinion that the appeal should be allowed, but 
expressed the view that the damages awarded were somewhat low. 

Counsel for the Crown asked that as the appellants had failed on that 
part of the appeal which asked that the damages should be increased, 
and their challenging the guantum of damages had materially increased 
the costs of the appeal, necessitating among other things the attendance 
of nautical assessors, there should be no order as to costs, 

After consultation, 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., said the Court was not disposed to separate 
the grounds of appeal. Judgment was given for the appellants, and 
they were entitled to costs there and below. Order accordingly.— 
Counset, for the appellants, Dawson Miller, K.C., and Raeburn; for 
the respondents, D. Stephens and J. B. Aspinall. Soxicrtors, Clark- 
son & Co.; Thomas Cooper & Co. 


[Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 

Re BURROUGHS-FOWLER. THE TRUSTEE OF BURROUGHS- 
FOWLER +. BURROUGHS-FOWLER. Peterson, J. 4th and 
5th May. 


BANKRUPTCY—MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT—PROTECTEeD LiFg INTEREST—DE- 
TERMINATION ON BANKRUPTCY OR OTHER EVENTS—SETTLOR ADJUDICATED 
BANKRUPT—FORFEITURE AS BETWEEN PERSON WITH PROTECTED LIFE 
INTEREST AND PERSONS IN REMAINDER. 


Where a future husband settled property by ante-nuptial settlement 
giving himself a protected life interest until banbruptoy and other events, 
after the happening of any one of which events there was a gift over 
to his wife, and after marriage became bankrupt, 

Held, that although the limitation until the settlor was declared 
bankrupt was void as against the trustee in bankruptcy, it was effective 
for the purpose of producing a forfeiture as between the person who 
had the protected life interest and the person settled in remainder. 

Re Johnson Johnson (1904, 1 K. B. 134) applied. 

Held accordingly, that the trustee in bankruptcy was in possession 
of the bankrupt’s life interest, which was no longer capable of being 
affected by any subsequent forfeiture. 


This was a summons taken out by the trustee in bankruptcy of a 
settlor for the purpose of ascertaining what estate, right, or interest in 
the income and capital of the trust premises vested in him by reason 
of the bankruptcy, and to what estate right and interest the plaintiff 
could make a good title. The facts were these: By an ante-nuptial 
settlement the future husband conveyed freeholds and leaseholds be 
longing to him to the trustees upon trust to sell and invest and to pay 
the rents, profits and income thereof to himself, or to permit him to re- 
ceive the same, during his life or until he should be outlawed or declared 
bankrupt, or become an insolvent debtor within the meaning of some 
Act of Parliament for the relief of insolvent debtors, or should do or 
suffer something whereby the said rents, profits and income, or some 
part thereof, might, if absolutely belonging to him, become vested in <i 
payable to some other person or persons, and from and immediately 
after the death of the husband or other the determination of the trust 
for his benefit in his lifetime, to pay the said rents, profits and income 
unto the wife during her life for her separate use without power of 
anticipation, and after the death of the survivor upon the usual trusts 
for the children of the marriage. Some two years after the marriage 
had been solemnized the husband was adjudicated a bankrupt. The 
trustee in bankruptcy offered for sale the husband’s life interest under 
the settlement, but the intending purchaser objected that the debtor’s 
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life interest still remained defeasible if the debtor should do or suffer 
something whereby the said rents, profits and income might, if abso- 
lutely belonging to him, become vested in or payable to some other 
person or persons. It was contended on behalf of the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy that he was now in possession of the whole of the life interest 
of the bankrupt, which was no longer capable of being affected by 
any subsequent forfeiture, and the cases of Brooker vy, p Bane (1859, 
27 Beav. 181), Re Detmold (1889, 40 Ch. D. 585), Re Brewer's Settlement 
(1896, 2 Ch. 503), and Re Johnson Johnson (1904, 1 K. B. 134) were 
referred to. 
PETERSON, J., after stating the facts, said : So far as the protected 
life interest is concerned, the limitation until the settlor is declared 
bankrupt is void as against the trustee in bankruptcy, and the words 
relating to the bankruptcy and insolvency of the husband must be 
treated as if they were omitted altogether from the clause. But while 
the provision for the cessation of the life interest on bankruptcy is 
void as against the trustee in bankruptcy, it is effective for the purpose 
of producing a forfeiture as between the person who had the protected 
life interest and the persons entitled in remainder: see Re Johnson 
Johnson (1904, 1 K. B. 134). It is said that the result might be that 
the trustee in bankruptcy would be in a position to dispose of more than 
was vested in the bankrupt himself. That would be so in any case, 
because so far as the trustee in bankruptcy is concerned the provision 
for the cessation of the protected life interest is void. I think that the 
true view is that the provision relating to bankruptcy and insolvency 
must, so far as the trustee in bankruptcy is concerned, be treated as 
if it were excluded from the trusts of the settlement; but that so far as 
the wife is concerned, the forfeiture by reason of the bankruptcy has 
taken place, and therefore it is no longer possible for the husband to 
do or suffer something whereby the rents, profits and income might go 
over to someone else. The result is that the trustee in bankruptcy is 
now in possession of the life interest of the bankrupt, which is no 
longer capable of being affected by any subsequent forfeiture.— 
Counsen, H. 8. Preston; 8. Chetwynd Leech.  Sottcrrors, Taylor, 

Willcocks, & Co., for Smith & Burrell, Richmond. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re W. LEAPER (Deceased), BLYTH v. ATKINSON. Sargant, J. 
18th and 19th April. 


Donatio Mortis CausA—Promissory Nore or Deceasep—L1aaBILity or 
Deceasep’s Estare. 


The donor's promissory note, given under his own hand, is not a 
proper subject of a donatio mortis causa. 


This was a summons by executors of the will of W. Leaper to deter- 
mine (inter alia) whether they might properly pay out of testator's 
estate the amounts of two promissory notes, both made by the testator, 
and — and handed over to the parties claiming, made payable on 
demand to their respective orders. The notes stated that they were 
for value received. Neither of the notes was presented for payment 
or negotiated before the testator’s death. The notes were given to the 
claimants at a time when the testator was suffering from a painful and 
incurable disease, and when he must have known that there was no 
prospect of recovery, though there was not then an imminent expecta- 
tion of death, as he did not die for more than two months after they 
were given. It was contended on the facts that the notes could be 
supported by valuable consideration; or, in the alternative, that they 
were a good donatio mortis causdé, and the following cases (inter alia 
were referred to: Veal v. Veal (27 Beav. 33), Gardner v. Parker ( 
Madd. 184), Re Mead (1880, 15 Ch. D. 657), and Re Dillon (1890, 
44 Ch. D. 76). On the other side, the residuary legatee contended (1) 
that the argument as to valuable consideration destroyed the argu- 
ment that the notes were good donationes mortis causd, and Edwards 
v. Jones (1 My. & Cr. 227) was referred to; and (2) that a promissory 
note under the donor’s hand is not a good subject-matter of a donatio 
mortis causd: see Re Hughes (59 L. T. R. 586), Holliday v. Atkin- 
son (5 B. & C. 501), and Bromley v. Brunton (1868, L. R. 6 Eq. 275), 
as explained by Buckley, J., in Re Beaumont (1902, 1 Ch. 889); also 
Halsbury’s Laws of England, vol. 15, pp. 433-434. 

Sarcant, J., after deciding on the facts that no services had been 
rendered and no valuable consideration proved, but that the testator 
had intended to make the claimants an out-and-out gift not condi- 
tional on his death, said : On the general law a testator’s own promis- 
sory note is not, in my judgment, a proper subject for a donatio 
mortis causé. As Buckley, J., said in Re Beaumont (1902, 1 Ch. 
889), in order that the gift may be valid it must be shewn that the 
donor handed over either property or the indicia of title to property 
which belonged to him. I cannot find any instance of a gift of the 
donor’s own promissory note or his uncashed cheque held to be effec- 
tive as a donatio mortis causa, except perhaps in the case of Bromley 
v. Brunton (1868, L."R. 6 Eq. 275), which, as explained in Re Beau- 
mont (ubi supra), was not in itself an authority that a gift of one’s 
own cheque is in itself sufficient. There is, moreover, also a dictum 
of Abbott, C.J., in Holliday v. Atkinson (1826, 5 B. & C. 501), that a 
donor’s own promissory note is not the proper subject-matter of a 
donatio mortis causd, and the observations of Bowen, L.J., to the same 
effect in Re Hughes (1888, 59 L. T. R. 586). The claim on the notes 
accordingly fails.—Counset, Horace Freeman; Maugham, K.C., and 
B. A. Farleigh; R. Roope Reeve. Soracrrors, Collyer-Bristow, Curtis, 
Booth, Birks, & Langley; C. J. Smith & Hudson. 


Sess & WOODS (LIM.), WOODS r. THE COMPANY. Sargant, J. 
26th May. 
Practice — Company — Receiver — DeEBENTUREHOLDERS’ ACTION — 
SECURITY BY THE RECEIVER. 

In future, wherever @ receiver or receiver, and manager, is appointed 
by any Judge of the Chancery Division, and ordered to give security 
within a specified time, the appointment is to be drawn in such a form 
that the receivership, or receivership and managership, is to lapse unless 
the security is given within that time, or unless in the meantime an 
extension of time is obtained from the Judge in Chambers. 

The practice adopted by Neville, J., in Rowley v. Desborough (60 
Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, 429), to be applied in all the Courts of the Chan- 
cery Division 

This was a common form motion for the appointment of a receiver 
in a debentureholders’ action for the realization of his security. The 
usual facts were proved. The new practice with regard to the giving 
of security by the receiver.in Mr. Justice Neville’s court, as stated 
by him in the recent case of Rowley vy. Desborough (60 Sextcrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 429), was referred to. 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, and making the usual appoint- 
ment, said :—‘‘ I wish it to be publicly announced that all the Judges 
of the Chancery Division have now agreed that when a receiver, or 
receiver and manager, is appointed by the Court, and ordered to give 
security within a specified time, the appointment is to be made to lapse 
unless the security is given within that time, or unless in the meantime 
an extension of time is obtained from the Judge in Chambers,— 
Counset, Charles G. Church; George Henderson. Souicirors, Law & 
Worssam. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-law.] 





King’s Bench Division. 
CAIN v. BUTLER. Lush and Sankey, JJ. 14th February. 


County Covurt—Jurispiction-—Derenpant Director or 4 Company— 
Action ComMMENCED 1N DisTRicr IN WHICH ComPANy’s OFFICES 
Srrvuatep—DerenDAnt not ‘“ CaRRYING ON His Business’’ WITHIN 
tHE District—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), 
8. 

The mere fact that a defendant is a director of a company does not 
make him a person carrying on his business within the district in which 
the company’s registered sine are situated, within the meaning of sec- 
tion 74 of the County Courts Act, 1888; he is therefore not liable to be 
sued in the county court for that district. 


Appeal from the Walsall County Court. The plaintiff, who was a 
bookmaker, carrying on business at Bolton, sued the defendant in the 
Walsall County Court to recover the sum of £57 in respect of a betting 
transaction. The defendant resided at Colwyn Bay, and was a director 
of, and shareholder in, a company called J. E. Butler & Co., whose 
registered offices were within the district of the Walsall County Court. 
The defendant attended board meetings at the office of the company 
about once a month, and did not carry on any other business. At the 
hearing in the county court the defendant appeared under protest, and 
raised the objection that, as he did not ‘‘ dwell or carry on his busi- 
ness’ within the district of the Walsall County Court, the judge had 
no jurisdiction to try the case. The learned judge held that the defen- 
dant, as a director of the company, was carrying on his business in the 
district ; he therefore heard the aetion and gave — for the plain- 
tiff. The defendant appealed. Section 74 of the County Courts Act, 
1888, provides : ‘‘ Except where by this Act it is otherwise provided, 
every action or matter may be commenced in the court within the dis- 
trict of which the defendant shall dwell or carry on his business at the 
time of commencing the action or matter.’’ It was contended for the 
defendant that the words ‘‘ carry on his busigess ’’ must be construed 
in @ possessory sense, and not as meaning a business in which the defen- 
dant was merely interested. The business carried on at the offices of 
the company was the business of the company, which was a distinct 
legal entity. For the plaintiff it was contended that it was a question 
of fact for the county court judge; or better, the defendant was, or 
was not, carrying on his business at the offices of the company within 
the Walsall district. Bx parte Breull, Re Bowie (16 Ch. D. 484) was 
relied on. 

Lusu, J., in giving judgment allowing the appeal, said the case raised 
a question of some importance. . The defendant having appeared under 
protest, and having objected to the jurisdiction of the county court, the 
burden of proof was laid upon the plaintiff to prove that the defendant 
was residing or carrying on his business in the district in which the 
action had been commenced. The only evidence consisted of a state- 
ment made by the defendant, and accepted by the plaintiff, that the 
defendant lived at Colwyn Bay and wasa director of the company known 
as J. E. Butler (Limited), which had its registered offices at Walsall, 
and that he attended board meetings about once a month. In his lord- 
ship’s opinion that was not sufficient to entitle the county court judge 
to hold that the defendant was carrying on his business at Walsall, 
and that the court had jurisdiction to try the case. In Ez parte Breull, 
Re Bowie (sup.) the question was whether a debtor, who was employed 
as a clerk in a bank, the office of which was within the district of the 
London Bankruptcy Court, was ‘‘ carrying on business’’ within the 
meaning of rule 17 of the Bankruptcy Rules, within the district of that 
court; and it was held that, having regard to the object of those rules, 





[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Lew.] 
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he was, as it could fairly be said that a man was carrying on business 
at the place where he was to be found during the business hours of 
the day, even if he was engaged in business that was not his own. It 
was not unimportant to notice, however, that the words in the Bank 
ruptcy Rule were ‘‘carry on business,’’ whereas in section 74 of the 
County Courts Acts, 1888, they were ‘“‘ carry on his business.”” If the 
mere fact that a man was a director of a company, and attended board 
meetings at the registered offices of the company was sufficient to make 
him a person who was carrying on his business there, then a man who 
was a director of several companies, having their offices in different 
towns, would be carrying on his business at all those towns, and could 
be sued in any one of them. That was not, in his opinion, the inten 
tion of the section, which meant that a man carrying on a business of 
his own would usually be found was carried on. A director, 
on the other hand, might only go to the company’s offices very occa 
sionally. Where a man was carrying on the business of what was really 
@ one-man company, it might be correct to say that he was carrying on 
his own business at the offices of the company, and that he could be 
sued in that district ; but it was unnecessary to decide that question in 
the present 
Sankey, J., agreed that there was no evidence on which the county 
court judge could find that the defendant was carrying on Ais business 
at the place where the carrying on its and he 
desired to réserve his opinion as to what the position would be in the 
case of a so-called one-man company. Appeal allowed.—CounseL, R 
WcCleary, for the defendant; (Cecil Hayes, for the plaintiff. Sorrcr 
rors, for the defendant, Pritchard, Englefield, & Co.. for Boote a 
Dutton, Manchester; for the plaintiff, G. R for Nicklin & 
Hawley, Walsall 
[Rey 


where it 


Cas 


company was business, 


Cran, 


rted by L. H. Bagnes, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
IN PRIZE, 
Sir Samuel Evans, P. 
5th May. 
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orders of the Privy Council (1) as taking a direct part in hostilities ; 
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5) as being in the exclusive employment of the enemy Government. 
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This was an application for condemnation of a neutral vessel. on the 
ground that, at the time of her capture, she was on her return voyage 
from taking a direct part in hostilities, and for attempting to supply 

al to enemy warships. The Alwina belonged to a Dutch subject. Jos 
de Poorter She left Newport (Monmouth) in October, 1914. with a 
cargo of Welsh coal pure hased by de Poorter, ostensibly consigned toa 
firm at Buenos Ayres, to whom the vessel purported to be under charter. 
She had on board a person first described as ‘‘ steward,”’ and after- 
wards as ‘‘ passenger,’’ who left the ship at Teneriffe, where she put 
in for bunker coals, and there the master and crew subsequently stated 
that they suspected that the probable object of the voyage was to coal 
a German warship. No one in Teneriffe would sell them bunker coals 
and in November de Poorter cabled that the charter had been cancelled. 
and that the master must sell the cargo. This he did in December and 
The Alwina then left for Madeira for orders. She was ordered by 
British naval officers to go to Gibraltar for further examination. She 
went to Gibraltar, but was there permitted to proceed to sea She then 
went to Huelva, and loaded a cargo of sulphur consigned to Rotterdam 
On this voyage she put into Falmouth for repairs, and was seized as 


’ 





prize. It was now contended for the Procurator-General that The 
Alwina should be treated as an enemy vessel under Article 46 of the 
Declaration of London, as adopted by the order of the Privy Council, 
and also that she was in any event liable to capture on her return 
journey. Cur. adv. vult. 

Evans, P., after stating the facts, said: The material question in 
this case is, What was the character of the outward voyage up to the 
time The Alwina discharged her cargo at Teneriffe? It has been con- 
tended for the Crown that the evidence establishes that the vessel was 
taking a direct part in hostilities ; or that she was under the orders or 
control of an agent placed on board by an enemy Government ; or that 
she was in the exclusive employment of an enemy Government ; or that 
she should be regarded and treated on these grounds as an enemy vessel 
under Article 46 of the Declaration of London, as adopted by the 
British Order in Council. Finally, it was contended for the Crown 
that, in any event, if she was to be regarded as a vessel engaged in 
carrying contraband to the enemy, she could be captured on her return 
voyage, and condemned for her offence on her outward voyage. In my 
view there is no evidence which would warrant the Court in finding that 
the vessel came within any of the categories specified in Article 46 
The correct finding, in my view, is that The Alwina was a neutral 
vessel carrying contraband—namely, coal, intended to be delivered to 
enemy agents, or enemy vessels of war encountered on the voyage ; and 
that she was so carrying the contraband with false papers, with a 
suspicious supercargo, with a false destination, and in circumstances 
amounting to fraud in regard to belligerents. It is clear that de Poorter, 
the shipowner himself, was an active party in the attempt to convey 
the contraband to the enemy by the false and fraudulent tricks and 
devices which were adopted. The general rule which has been acted on 
is that, when a neutral vessel carries contraband goods, they are con- 
fiscable if captured in delicto, and that the vessel also, if it belonged 
to the same owner, or if the owner had been implicated in a transaction 
veiled over with false papers or other doubtful devices, is subject to 
the same penalty. But when the goods have been deposited at the port 
or place of destination, the ship and cargo on the return voyage is 
exempt from the penalty. But exceptions were made at the beginning 
of last century, where the outward voyage was made under false papers 
or with a false destination, or in circumstances where the voyage had 
been conceived and contrived so as to deceive and practice a fraud upon 
a belligerent. In such cases the vessel and cargo have been held to be 
affected on the return journey also. I would hold that a vessel which 
had been used by its owner by means of false papers with false destina 
tion and deceitful practices intended to elude the right of capture. to 
carry contraband goods to the enemy, and which has delivered such 
goods, remains confiscable on the return journey. In this case, how- 
ever, as the goods were never delivered, the vesse] was immune when 
captured, and an order must accordingly be made for her restitution 
The owner, however, by reason of his conduct, must be ordered to pay 
the costs and expenses of the capture and of the prize proceedings.— 
Counsen, Bateson, K.C., and H. L. Murphy; Maurice Hill, K.C., and 
W. R. Bisschop. Sortcrrors, The Treasury Solicitor ; Tarry, Sherlock, 
& King. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


New Orders. &c. 


High Court of Justice. 


WHITSUN VACATION, 1916. 
NorIce. 

There will be no sitting in Court during the Whitsun Vacation. 

During the Whitsun Vacation, all applications ‘‘ which may require 
to be immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the Honourable 
Mr. Justice YouNGER. 

The Honourable Mr. Justice Youncer will act as Vacation Judge 
from Saturday, 10th June, to Monday, 19th June, both days inclusive. 
His Lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thursday, 
15th June, at 10.30 o’clock. On other days within the above period 
applications in urgent matters may be made to his Lordship by post or, 
if necessary, personally. 

When applications are made by post the brief of counsel should be 
sent to the Judge, by post or rail prepaid, accompanied by office copies 
of the affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on 
a separate sheet of paper, signed by Counsel, of the order he may 
consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently 
stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :— 
‘‘Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery 
Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.”’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at 
the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 


of 


Courts (Emergency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916. 


House of Lords, 8.W 
I, Stanley Owen Lord Buckmaster, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, in pursuance of sub-section five of section one of the Courts 
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Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, and section three of the Courts (Emer- 
gency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916, and every other power enabling me 
in that befialf, hereby direct that the Court empowered by the said 
section three to suspend the period for prescription running in certain 
cases specified in the said section shall be in England the High Court 
of Justice, Chancery Division. 


Dated this 5th day of June, 1916. , ri 
(Signed) Buckmaster, C. 


Central Office. 
AFFIDAVITS. 

No Affidavit is to be accepted for filing and no Copy is to be marked 
as an Office Copy unless it is printed, written or typed in good black 
ink on Judicature foolscap of the quality prescribed by the Rules and 
Practice of the Court. 

In the case of typéd Affidavits and Office Copies none but a first 
black ink copy is to be filed or marked as an Office Copy, 

No carbon copy and nothing but black ink is to be accepted. 

Usuafly not more than six mistakes or one in a folio should be passed, 
but in this matter the Central Office will exercise their discretion 

sy Order. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 
The London Gazette of 2nd June contains the following : 


1. A Proclamation, dated 1st June (printed below), unde section 43 
of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, prohibiting the importation 
into the United Kingdom of certain articles. 

2. An Order in Council, dated 1st June (printed below), further 
amending the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 1st June (printed below), applying the 
Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations to the Scotland 
(North Coast) Area, 

4. An Order in Council, dated 2nd June, making alterations in the 
‘Statutory List’’ under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of 
Powers) Act, 1915. The existing list is contained in the Trading with 
the Enemy (Statutory List) Proclamation, 1916, No. 3, of 23rd May. 
Additions are now made as follows :—Argentina (25); Bolivia (18); 
Brazil (36); all countries in Central and South America (1); Chile 
(12); Denmark (4); Netherlands (1); Netherland East Indies (3); Nor- 
way (14); Paraguay (3); Peru (13); Philippine Islands (1); Portugal 
(3); Portuguese East Africa (1); Spain (3); Sweden (5). Removals 
as follows :—Netherlands (1); Portuguese East Africa (1); and Spain 
(1). There are also three corrections of names in the list for Spain. 

5. A Foreign Office (Foreign Tratle Department) Notice, making an 
addition to the list of persons to whom articles to be exported to 
Liberia may be consigned. 

6. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
another business to be wound up, bringing the total to 176. 

7. A Notice of the Ministry of Munitions of War, dated 3lst May 
(printed below). 

8. An Admiralty Notice of an intended distribution of Naval Salvage 
Money for services rendered to the ss. Pontoporos by H.M.S. Yarmouth, 
to commence on 5th June. 

9. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 30th May (No. 572 of 
the year 1916), relating to England, East Coast, as follows : 

On and after the Ist June, 1016, no vessel other than those of 
British Nationality or those of the Allied Nations shall enter Yar- 
mouth haven until further Notice. : 


The London Gazette of 6th June contains the following : 


10. A Notice of the Home Secretary, dated 5th June (printed below), 
with reference to the Orkney Islands. 

11. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
seven more businesses to be wound up, bringing the number to 183. 
The list includes the Bechstein pianoforte firm, and four aniline dye 
firms in Manchester. E 

12. An Order of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), dated 
Ist July (printed below), relating to Dilution of Spirits. 

15. An Order of the Ministry of Munitions, dated 31st May (printed 
below), relating to platinum. ; 

_14. A like Order, dated 5th June (printed below), relating to copper, 
zine and tin. 

15. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 3rd June (No. 594 of 
the year 1916), repeating, with additional information, No. 1023 of 1915. 
relating to the River Tyne Boom Defence. 


A Proclamation 


RELATING TO THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THI UNITED 
; KInGpDom. 

[Recitals.] 

(1) As from and after the Eighth day of June, 1916, subject as here- 








inafter provided, the importation into the United Kingdom of the follow- 
ing goods is hereby prohibited, viz. :— 


Aluminium, manufactures of. 

Baths of metal 

Beer. 

Carpet sweepers. 

Cash registers. 

Hops. 

Lawn mowers. 

Leather, manufactures of, other than belting, boots and shoes, 
and gloves. 

Matches 

Sewing machines. 

Stoves and ranges. 

Toilet articles containing glycerine 

Wringers and mangles. 

Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition shalt 
not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence given by 
or on behalf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of such licence. 

(2) As from and after the date hereof the prohibition imposed by 
the Prohibition of Import (No. 5) Proclamation, 1916, on the importa 
tion of the following goods shal] be removed and the said Proclamation 
amended accordingly, viz. :— 

Starch, dextrine, farina and potato flour. 


This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No, 6) 
Proclamation, 1916. 
Ist June. 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
{Recitals. } 
It is hereby ordered that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 :— 


1. After Regulation 15 the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 


**15a. Every person who uses or keeps motor spirit, whether for 
the purpose of supplying motive power to motor-cars or for any 
other purpose, shall supply such information in relation to the motor 
spirit used or kept by him, and the purposes for which and the 
manner in which it is used or kept by him, as the Board of Trade 
may by any general or special order require, giving such particulars 
in such form and at such times as the Board of Trade may by order 
direct ; and if any person fails to comply with this Regulation, or 
with any order made by the Board of Trade thereunder, or know- 
ingly gives any false information, he shal] be guilty of a summary 
offence against these Regulations. 

‘For the purposes of this Regulation, ‘motor spirit’ has the 
same meaning as in section eighty-four of the Finance (1909-10) 
Act, 1910.” 

After Regulation 39 the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

‘* 398. No person in the employment of a general lighthouse 
authority, and no person in the employment of a pilotage authority 
as master or member of the crew of any vessel belonging to the 
authority, shall, without the consent of the authority, leave his 
employment before the expiration of six months after he has given 
to the authority notice nf writing to determine his employment, and 
every such person shall, so long as he continues in the employment 
of a general lighthouse authority, or in the employment of a pilot 
age authority as master or member of the crew of a vessel belong- 
ng to the authority, obey all lawful orders that may be given to 
him by or on behalf of the authority. 

A person shall not give or offer® to give employment to any 
person who is, or has within the last previous six weeks been, in 
the employment of a general lighthouse authority or in the employ 
ment of a pilotage authority as master or member of the crew of 
a vessel belonging to the authority, unless such kst-mentioned 
person holds a certificate from the authority that he left his em- 
ployment under that aythority with the consent of that authority, 
or after having given such notice as aforesaid é 

“If any person so employed feels aggrieved by the refusal of 
the authority to consent to his leaving his employment before the 
expiration of six months from the time when he gave notice, or 
to grant him such a certificate as aforesaid, he may appeal, if em- 
ployed by a general lighthouse authority, to the Board of Trade, 
and if employed by a pilotage authority to the Admiralty, whose 
decision shall be final. 

‘“‘ Tf any person contravenes any of the provisions of this Regula- 
tion, he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these Regula- 
tions.’’ 


© 


oO 


After Regulation 45 the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

‘45a. If any person alters or tampers with any certificate of 
exemption from military service granted otherwise than under the 
Military Service Acts, 1916, or personates or falsely represents him- 
self to be a person to whom such a certificate has been granted, or 
improperly allows any other person to have possession of any such 
certificate issued for his use alone, or makes any false statement or 
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false representation for the purpose of obtaining such a certificate 
for himself or any other person, or for the purpose of obtaining the 
renewal, variation, or withdrawal of any such certificate, he shall 
be guilty of a summary offence against these Regulations.”’ 

4. In Regulation 56a, for the words “‘ unless the jury find that the 
offence was committed with the intention of assisting the enemy,’ there 
shall be substituted the words “‘ unless the offender has pleaded guilty 
to committing the offence with the intention of assisting the enemy, or 
the jury find that the offence was committed with such intention.” 

lst June 


Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) 
Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
{Recitals.) 

And whereas it appears to His Majesty that it is expedient for the 
purpose of the successful prosecution of the present war that the sale 
and supply of intoxicating liquor in the area defined and specified in the 
Schedule hereto should be controlled by the State, on the grounds that 
men belonging to His Majesty's naval and military forces are assembled 
therein : 

Now, therefore, &c. : 

It is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
any Regulations amending the same shall be, and are hereby, applied 
to the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 


SCHEDULE. 


Scotland (North Coast) Area, being the area comprising the 
counties of Caithness and Sutherland, including all burghs within 
the geographical] limits thereof 

lst June 


Ministry of Munitions of War. 
3let May, 1916 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by Regulation 30B of 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the Minister 
hereby specifies the following metals as being metals required for the 
production of war material, and therefore subject to the provisions of 
that Regulation—namely, Copper, Zinc, Tin, and any alloy of any of 
these metals with or without the admixture of other metals. 


The Orkney Islands. 


Whereas the Admiralty are of opinion that in view of the public 
safety and the defence of the realm it is desirable to impose restrictions 
on persons proceeding to or from ports in the Orkney Islands. 

Now, therefore, I, the Right Honourable Herbert Samuel, one of His 
Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State, in virtue of the powers con 
ferred on me by Regulation 14a of the Defence of the Realm (Consoli 
dation) Regulations, 1914, do hereby make the following Order : 

1. No passenger shall land or embark at any port in the Orkney 
Islands without the permission of the Competent Naval Authority at 
Kirkwall. Provided that the grant of any such permission by the afore- 
said Competent Naval Authority shall not exempt an alien from any of 
the requirements of the Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1916, 
with regard to the obtaining of permission to land or embark at any 
port in the United Kingdom or otherwise. 

2. The Order made by the Secretary of State under the aforesaid 
Regulation 14a on the twenty-eighth of May, 1915, is hereby revoked. 

Whitehall, 5th June, 1916. : 


Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 


GENERAL ORDER (AMENDING) OF THE CENTRAL ContTROL BoaRp 
(Liquor Trarric) 

We, the Central Contro] Board (Liquor, Traffic), in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm, hereby make the following Genera] Order :— 

I. The Article entitled ‘‘ Dilution of Spirits ’’ in each of the Orders 
of the Board now in force in the respective areas to which the Defence 
of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and any Regulations 
amending the same, have been applied, shal] be revoked, and in place 
thereof the following Article shall be inserted : : 


Dilution of Spirits. 
A.—Compulsory. 
(a) No person shall either by himself or by any servant or agent— 


(1) Sell or supply to any person in any licensed premises or 
club for consumption on or off the premises or dispatch there- 
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from any whisky, brandy, rum or gin unless reduced to 25 
degrees under proof : 

(2) Introduce or cause to be introduced into the area an) 
whisky, brandy, rum or gin, unless reduced to 25 degrees unde: 
proof. 

Provided. always that the foregoing provisions of this Article 
shall not affect the sale or supply of whisky, brandy, rum or gin 
which is proved to have been bottled before the 6th day of June, 
1916. 

B.—Permissive. : 

(b) The sale of whisky, brandy, rum and gin reduced to a number 
of degrees under proof which falls between 25 and 50 is hereby pe: 
mitted. 


(c) In determining whether an offence has been committed unde: 
the sale of Food and Drugs Acts by selling to the prejudice of the 
purchaser whisky, brandy, rum or gin not adulterated otherwise 
than by the admixture of water, it shall be a good defence to prove 
that such admixture has not reduced the spirit more than 50 degr 
under proof, ‘ 


And each of the said Orders of the Board shall be read as if t! 
said Article were inserted therein. 
II. This Order shall come into force on the Ist day of July, 1916 


Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liqu 
Traffic) this sixth day of June, 1916. 
D’ ABERNON, 
Chairman. 
Joun Pepper, 
Member of the Board. 





Ministry of Munitions of War. 


Slet May, 1916 
Orper under Regulation 30a of Defence of the Realm (Consolidation 
Regulations, 1914. 


Order. 


Whereas it was intended that Platinum metal should be included in 
the Order made by the Minister of Munitions on the 3lst December, 
1915, under Regulation 30a of the Defence of the Realm (Consolida 
tion) Regulations, 1914, and whereas doubts have arisen whether it is 
actually so included, now, for the purpose of removing such doubts, the 
Minister of Munitions, in pursuance of the powers conferred on him 
by the said regulation, hereby orders that the War Material to which 
the regulation applies shall include War Material of the following 
classes and descriptions, that is to say :— 

Platinum Metal, and Ores, Residues, and Bars containing tl 
same. 


Notice. 


All applications for a permit in connection with the above order should 
be addressed to the Director of Materials to the Ministry of Munitions 
Armament Buildings, Whitehall] Place, S.W. 





Ministry of Munitions of War. 


5th June, 1916. 
The Minister of Munitions hereby cancels the order made by him on 
the 31st May, 1916, specifying the following metals as being metals 
required for the production of war material, and therefore subject to 
the provisions of Regulation Ws of the Defence of the Realm (Con- 
solidation) Regulations, 1914—namely, Copper, Zinc, Tin, and any alloy 
of any of these metals with or without the admixture of other metals. 





Emergency Statute. 
CuHapter 18. 


Courts (Emergency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916. 


An Act to give to courts in connection with the present war further: 
powers of granting relief. 
{lst June, 1916. 
Be it enacted, &c. : 


1. Amendment of principal Act as to mortgagees and companies.]— 
1) In subsection (1) of section one of the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
_ 1914 [4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 78] (hereinafter referred to as the principal! 
Act)— 

(a) the expression “enter into possession’’ shall include the 
appointment of a receiver of mortgaged property; and 


_ {b) the provisions relating to foreclosure shall extend to the 
institution of proceedings for foreclosure or for sale in lieu of fore 
closure; and 


(c) the expression ‘‘a mortgagee in possession”’ shal] include a 
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mortgagee who before the passing of the principal Act appointed 
a receiver who is still in possession or receipt of the rents and profits 
of the mortgaged property, but shall not include a mortgagee of 
property other than land or some interest in land, except in any 
case where the power of sale had arisen and notice of intended sale 
had been given prior to the fourth day of August, nineteen hundred 
and fourteen. / 


(2) Where a petition has, whether before or after the passing of this 
Act, been presented for the winding up of any company, the court shall 
have the like discretion as to staying proceedings under the petition as 
by subsection (3) of section 1 of the principal Act is conferred on courts 
having jurisdiction in bankruptcy in relation to bankruptcy proceedings. 

(3) This section shall have effect as from the twenty-fifth day of May, 
nineteen hundred and sixteen, and shall be deemed to have been in 
operation as from that date. 


2. Power of county court to remove restrictions imposed by 5 & 6 
Geo. 5, c. 97, s. 1 (2).1-—(1) A county court may authorise the grant of 
a new lease for a term of twenty-one years or upwards of a dwelling- 
house to which the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restric- 
tions) Act, 1915, applies, in consideration for which a fine, premium, or 
other like sum, in addition to the rent, is required, if the court is 
satisfied that the terms of the tenancy are on the whole not less favour- 
able to the tenant than the terms on which the dwelling-house was 
previously let, and in such cases subsection (2) of section one of the 
said Act shall not apply. 

(2) This section shall be construed as one with the said Act. 


8. Power to court to suspend alee for prescription running in 
certain cases.}—Where on the application of a person entitled to build 
on any site it is proved to the satisfaction of such court as may be 
provided by rules or directions under the principal Act— 


(a) that that person is prevented from erecting a building on 
the site by reason of circumstances attributable directly or indirectly 
to the present war, or that in the opinion of the Treasury or of the 
Minister of Munitions it is desirable in the national interests that 
he should not erect such a building during the present war; and 

(b) that in consequence of the delay in erecting such building there 
is danger of a right to light being acquired by prescription in 
respect of any adjoining or neighbouring premises, 


the court may in its absolute discretion, after considering all the circum- 
stances of the case and the position of all the parties, by order declare 
that a period, commencing at such date not earlier than the twenty-fifth 
day of May, nineteen hundred and sixteen and ending at such date not 
later than six months after the termination of the present war as may 
be fixed by the court, shall be excluded in computing the period of 
the enjoyment of light required for the purpose of obtaining a prescrip- 
tive right whether under the Prescription Act, 1832 [2 & 3 Will. 4, 
¢./71}, or otherwise. ? 


4. Short title, construction and extent.)—(1) This Act may be cited as 
the Courts (Emergency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916, and save as otherwise 
expressly provided shall be construed as one with the principal Act, and 
the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 and 1916, and this Act may 
be cited together as the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 to 1916. 

(2) Subsection (1) of section one and sections two and three of this 
Act shall not apply to Scotland. 


Emergency Rules. 


Trading with the Enemy (Vesting and Application 
of Prop rty) Amendment Rules, 1916 (No. 2). 


Tue TRADING wiTH THE ENemy (VESTING AND APPLICATION OF PROPERTY) 
AMENDMENT Rutes, 1916 (No. 2), Mape By THE LorpD CHANCELLOR 
UNDER THE TRADING WITH THE ENEMY AMENDMENT Act, 1915, 5 Geo. 5, 
Cap. 12 


1. Rules 4 and@ 5 of the Trading with the Enemy (Vesting and Appli 
tation of Property) Rules, 1915, are hereby annulled, and the following 
Rules shall stand in lieu thereof :— 


4. All applications under Section 5 (2) of the Act to authorise 
payment out of property vested in the custodian of any debt 
or debts shall be made to the Court or Judge by whose order the 
property was vested in the custodian. Any such application, if not 
made by the originating summons under Section 4, shall be deemed 
a subsequent application for the purpose of the last preceding Rule. 
_5. The Court or Judge may, on the hearing of any such applica 
tion, direct all such accounts and inquiries as to debts or particular 
classes of debts as may seem to be requisite and, if thought fit, the 
property available for payment of any debts or claims, and may for 
that purpose direct the custodian or any party to issue such adver- 
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may, if he thinks fit, carry out the duties imposed on him by such 
proviso, under the direction of the Court or Judge. 


2. These Rules may be cited as the ‘‘ Trading with the Enemy (Vest- 
ing and Application of Property) Amendment Rules, 1916 (No. 2),” 
and shall come tnto operation forthwith. 

Dated this 6th day of June, 1916. 

(Signed) Buckmaster, C. 


Courts (Emergency Powers), England. 
COUNTY COURTS. 

['ne County Courts Emercency Powers Rutes, 1916 (No. 2), paTep 
lst June, 1916, MADE By THE LonD CHANCELLOR ror County Courts 
UNDER THE CouRTS (EMERGENCY Powers) Acts, 1914 anp 1916. 

Preliminary. 


Application, commencement, citation and construction of Rules.}— 
The following Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 
and 1916, shall apply to the County Courts and to the City of London 
Court, which shall for the purposes of these Rules be deemed to be a 
County Court. 

These Rules may be cited as the County Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Rules, 1916 (No. 2), and shall come into operation forthwith. 

These Rules shall be read and construed with the County Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Rules, 1914, and the Rules amending the same 
(herein referred to as the Emergency Rules), and expressions used 
herein shall have the same meaning as the like expressions used in those 
Rules. 


Special Provisions as to Officers and Men of His Majesty’s Forces. 


1. Applications under Emergency Acts and Rules in cases of contracts 
with members of H.M.’s Forces before 11th April, 1916.}—(1) An 
application by a creditor under sub-section one of section one of the 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, as modified by section one of 
the Courts (Emergency Powers) (Amendment) Act, 1916, with respect to 
any sum of money due and ah. by a debtor who is an officer or a 
man of His Majesty’s Forces in pursuance of a contract made before 
the eleventh day of April, nineteen hundred and sixteen (the date from 
which the Courts (Emergency Powers) (Amendment) Act, 1916, has 
effect), whether such contract was made before or after the beginning of 
the fourth day of August, nineteen hundred and fourteen, shall be made 
in accordance with the Emergency Rules, and those Rules shall apply 
accordingly, subject to the following modifications. 

Modifications of rules and forms im such cases.}|—(2) In any such case 
the words ‘‘the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 and 1916,” 
shall be substituted for the words ‘‘the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act, 1914,’’ whenever they occur in the Emergency Rules or in the 
forms in the Appendix thereto : and the words ‘‘ by reason of circum- 
stances attributable directly or indirectly to the present war ’’ shall be 
omitted wherever they occur in the said forms. 

2. Applications by members of H.M.’s Forces to determine tenancies.] 
—Form 1.—(1) An application under section two of the Courts (Emer- 
gency Powers) (Amendment) Act, 1916, by an officer or a man of His 





Majesty’s Forces who is the tenant of any premises under a cape 
from year to year or for any longer period, for leave to determine suc 
tenancy, may be made to the court in the district of which the applicant 
usually resides, or to the court in the district of which the premises are 
situate, by means of a summons according to the form in the Appendix 
to these Rules. 

Application of Emergency Rules.}—(2) The Emergency Rules as to 


tisements and require such proof by statutory declaration, or other- | summonses unde: paragraph (b) of sub-section one of section one of the 
wise, as to the Court or Judge may seem expedient : but the Court | Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, and the service thereof and pro- 
or Judge shall not in any case be bound to inquire into or take | ceedings, orders, fees, and costs thereon, shall apply to summonses 
into account or require the custodian to inquire into or take into | issued under this Rule. 


account debts and claims against the enemy to any greater extent 
than provided for by the proviso to Section 5 (2), and the custodian 





Costs.}—(3) The court may in any case order the applicant to pay the 
costs of any such application, 
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Orders Form 2.}—(4) The form in the Appendix to these Rules, with 
the necessary modifications, may be used for orders made on summonses 
issued under this Rule. 

The 1st day of June, 1916. 

(Signed) Buckmaster, C. 

We, the undersigned, two of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s 
Treasury, do hereby, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, order 
that the fees payable under the Emergency Rules on summonses under 
paragraph (+) of sub-section one of section one of the Courts (Emer- 
gency Powers) Act, 1914, and on the proceedings thereon, shall be taken 
on summonses under Rule 2 of the foregoing Rules, and on the proceed- 
ings thereon, in lieu of all other fees for the proceedings under that 
Rule. 

(Signed) Gerorrrey Howarp. 
Gro. H, Roserts. 

I concur in the above order as to fees. 

Buckmaster, C. 

The 1st day of June, 1916. 


APPENDIX. 


Summons py Orricer on MAn or His MAsEsty’s Forces ror Leave TO 
DETERMINE TENANCY. 


In the County Court of holden at 
In the Matter of the Courts (Emergency Powers) (Amendment) Act, 1916. 
Between 
A.B 
(address and deacription) Applicant, 
and 
C.D. 
(address and description) Respondent. 
To . ’ 
of . 

Take Notice, that you are hereby summoned to attend this Court [or, 
if the application is intended to be made to the Registrar, at the Office of 
the Registrar of this Court situate at ] on 
the day of , at the hour of in the noon, 
on the hearing of an application on the part of ; 
an officer [or a man] of His Majesty’s Forces, for an order under section 2 
of the above-mentioned Act authorising the applicant to determine hie 
tenancy of certain premises known as 
and situate at , of which you are the landlord 
and the Applicant is the tenant, under a tenancy from year to year [or 
(state termes of tenancy) 
by such notice and under such conditions as the Court shall think fit, 

and for an order providing for the costs of the application. 

AND FURTHER TAKE Notice, that if you do not attend in person or by 
your solicitor at the time and place above-mentioned, euch proceedings 
will be taken and order made as the Court shall think just. 

Dated this day of 
By the Court, 
Registrar, 
To , 


(the Re epondent, naming him). 


2. 
OrpeR ON Application ror LEAVE To DETERMINE TENANCY. 
In the County Court of holden at 
In the Matter of the Courts (Emergency Powers) (Amendment) Act, 1916. 
Between 
A.B 
laddresa and dea ription) Applicant, 
and 
C.D 
(address and description) 
On the applic ation of 
Majesty's Forces, and upon hearing 
This Court doth pursuant to section 2 of the above-mentioned Act 
order that the Applicant be at liberty and he is hereby authorised to 
determine the tenancy of certain premises known as ¥ 
and situate at , of which the Respondent 
is landlord and the Applicant is tenant under a tenancy from year to 
year [or (stale terms of tenancy) : 
J 


wpon giving to the Respondent notice in writing of 
his intention to determine the same, and upon the following conditions, 
that is to say :— 

(here set out any conditions imposed.) 


Respondent. 
, an officer [or a man] of His 


[or This Court doth order that the application of the Applicant for an 
order under section 2 of the above-mentioned Act authorising the Appli 
cant to determine his tenancy of certain premises known as 

and situate at 
of which the Respondent is landlord and the Applicant is tenant under a 
tenancy from year to year [or (state terme of tenancy) 


be and the same is hereby dismissed.] 
[Add, if so ordered, 
And it is ordered that the Applicant A.B. : 





] be allowed as against 
{or the Applicant A.B. 
] his coste of this application, which are 


for the Respondent C.D. 
the Respondent C.D, 


hereby allowed at the sum of £ A 
And it is ordered that the Respondent [or the 
Applicant ] do pay the said sum of £ 
to the Applicant [or the Respondent] on or before the 
day of é 
Dated this day of . 
By the Court, 
Registrar. 


o 2 
(the Applicant and the Respondent, naming them). 





Courts (Emergency Powers), England. 


Tue Courts (Emercency Powers) (No. 2) Rures, 1916, paTep tHe 
EIGHTH DAY OF June, 1916, MADE BY THE LorD CHANCELLOR UNDER 
THE Courts (Emercency Powers) Acts, 1914-1916. 


1.—(1) For the purposes of Section 3 of the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916, the Court to which application is made 
shall be in England, the High Court of Justice, Chancery Division, or 
in cases within the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, that Court. 

(2) Applications under the said section shall be made by way of 
originating summons and shall be dealt with in accordance with the 
practice of the Court applied to. 

2.—(1) The following fees shall be payable under these Rules in 
respect of any application under Section 3 of the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916, that is to say :— 


s. d. 
On any summons _... ii = ah “ae 
On any order — ‘il ae ee 


(2) Except as above provided such fees, if any, shall be payable on 
any proceeding as would be payable according to the ordinary practice 
of the Court dealing with the application. 

(3) The Court dealing with any application under Section 3 of the 
Act may remit or excuse in whole or in part any Court fees paid or pay- 
able under either head of this rule. 

3. These Rules may be cited as the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
(No. 2) Rules, 1916. 

(Signed) Buckmaster, C. 

We. the undersigned, two of the Commissioners of His Majesty's 
Treasury, do hereby, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, order 
that the several fees specified in the foregoing Rules shall be taken 
on the proceedings therein mentioned in lieu of all other fees on the 
proceedings therein set forth. 

The eighth day of June, 1916, 

(Signed) R. McKenna. 
Geo. H. Roberts. 

I concur in the above order as to fees. 

Buckmaster, C. 

The eighth day of June, 1916. 








| Societies. 


The Berks, Bucks and Oxfordshire Incorporated 
Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the above society was held at the 
Randolph Hotel, Oxford, at 3.30 p.m., on Wednesday, 31st May. 
Present : Mr. H: R. Blaker (vice-president), and Messrs. Joseph Bliss, 
Sydney Brain, E. Cecil Durant, W. Howes Linnell, F. Quekett Louch, 
Francis E. Marshall, John W. Martin, F. W. Martin, W. H. Puck- 
ridge, B. E. Tyrwhitt, W. E. B. Walton, D. H. Witherington, R. 8. 
Wood, and H. C. Dryland (secretary). In the absence of the president 
(who was unavoidably detained by his duties as clerk to the local 
tribunal) the chair was taken by the vice-president. 

The minutes of the last meeting having been confirmed, the treasurer’s 
statement of the accounts of the society (which shewed a balance in 
hand of £77 15s. 10d. cash and £303 17s. ‘1d. India 3 per Cent. Stock) 
was approved, and the annual report of the society was adopted. In 
moving its adoption, Mr. Martin drew attention to the number of soli- 
citors and articled clerks in the society’s area who were serving in 
His Majesty’s Forces and whose names were set out in the Roll of 
Honour at the end of the report. 

It was unanimously resolved ‘ that a donation of ten guineas be made 
to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association in the name of Mr. H. R. 
Blaker, the vice-president of the society.”” The Secretary explained 
that this year the committee considered that the usual annual donation 
should be made in the name of the vice-president instead of the presi- 
dent, because a special] donation of ten guineas had in the course of the 
year just expired been made by the society to the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association in the name of the president. 

Mr. H. R. Blaker, of Henley-on-Thames, was unanimously elected ss 
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sident for the ensuing year, and Mr. F. Quekett Louch, of New- 

ry, as vice-president. Mr. H. C. Dryland was again elected as secre- 
tary, and it was resolved that for this year the offices of treasurer and 
secre should again be Combined. 

Mr. §. Brarn moved a hearty vote of thanks to the secretary, and 
spoke in eulogistic terms of his services and also of those of the late 
secretary, Mr. D. H. Witherington. The resolution was seconded by 
Mr. F. W. Marti, and carried unanimously. 

Messrs. J. Bliss. S. Brain, A. J. Clarke, E. Cecil Durant, C. G. 


Field, J. W. Martin, E. L. Reynolds, B. E. Tyrwhitt, and W. E. B. 


Walton were elected to act with the president, vice-president, and secre- 


jtary as the committee for the ensuing year. 


In accordance with notice, Mr. H. R. Braker opened a discussion as 
to the present legal position with regard to the wills of soldiers and 
sailors. He pointed out that by section 7 of the Wills Act, 1837, it 
was enacted that no person under the age of twenty-one could make a 
will, and section 9 of the same Act prescribed the formalities as to 
signature, &c. Section 11 ot the same Act, however, modified the posi- 
tion as regards ‘‘ soldiers ir actual military service and mariners or 
seamen being at sea” in enacting that these persons might dispose of 
their personal estate as they might have done before the Act. Mr. 
Blaker went on to say that by the Navy and Marines (Wills) Act, 1865, 
and an amendfng~Act, the Navy and Marines (Wills) Act, 1897, as to 
seamen and marines, and the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, section 177, 
as to merchant Seamen, seamen marines, and merchant seamen were 
enabled to make wills dealing with certain kinds of property, such as 
wages, prize-money, &c. A soldier, therefore, in actual military service 
and a mariner or seaman at sea (but as to the latter subject to certain 
restrictions set out in the before-mentioned Acts) could, if of the age 
of fourteen years or upwards (see Goods of Farquhar, 4 Notes of Case, 
651, 652), dispose of his personal estate either by a will nuncupative 
or in writing unsigned and unattested. 

It was clear that the before-mentioned Acts only applied to personal 
estate, and therefore no minor, even though he was a soldier in actual 
military service or a mariner or seaman at sea, could make a will deal- 
ing with real estate. Some cases of hardship had arisen, and would 
arise, in these days of practically universal naval and military service 
An example of this had occurred in his own practice in a case where a 
man died intestate, leaving a brother, widow, and son of the age of 
eighteen years. The estate consisted of a little personalty, and the rest 
of real property let at medium rentals. The real property went to the 
man’s son as heir-at-law, the widow taking one-third of the rents for 
her life. The son, now being called up for military service, wished 
to make provision for his mother out of his real estate, but was unable 
to do so, and if he was killed or died the real estate would pass to his 
ancle, which was quite contrary to his wishes. It appeared fo the 
sneaker to be unreasonable that the provisions of section 11 of the Wills 
Act. 1837, should not apply to real as well as personal estate. A soldier 
of the age of nineteen in actual military service could now dispose by 
will of £100,000 in War Stock, or a leasehold house in Park-lane, but 
had no means of disposing of a cottage worth £150. Other members 
having spoken to the same effect, it was proposed by Mr. Sypney 
Bratn, seconded by Mr. F. Q. Lovcn, and unanimously resolved, ‘‘ that 
in the opinion of this society section 11 of the Wills Act, 1837, should 
be so amended as to make it apply to real as well as personal estate.” 

The Secretary having reported the action taken by the committee 
with reference to the costs allowed to plaintiffs in some county courts 
on obtaining judgment upon a default summons for a sum exceeding 
£10, when the defendant has filed a notice of intention to defend, but 
has not appeared at the hearing, it was proposed by Mr. J. W. Martin, 
seconded by Mr. R. S. Woon, and unanimously resolved. that this 
society heartily supports the action of the committee in urging that if 
the registrars of the courts in question are correct in contending that 
under the circumstances mentioned the only costs, other than those 
entered on the summons, which can be allowed are the costs for enter- 
ing up judgment by default (item 62), steps be at once taken with a 
view to secure an amendment of the rules; while if the contention of 
the registrars of the courts in question is incorrect, steps be at once 
taken with a view to obtain an alteration in their practice. 

The Secretary proposed a very hearty vote of thanks to Mr. F. H. 
Parrott for his valuable services as president during the past year, and 
referred to the fact that the president had been obliged to sacrifice an 
immense amount of time owing particularly to the difficulty of railway 
communication between Aylesbury and Reading. The proposition was 
seconded by Mr. H. R. Braker, and carried unanimously. 


Law Association. 


The annual genera] court of this association was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on the 30th May, Mr. T. H. Gardiner (treasurer) in the 
chair. Amongst those present were Mr. E. E. Bird, Mr. N. Chaplin. 
Mr. C. F. Leighton, Mr. P. E. Marshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham. and 
Mr. W. M. Woodhouse (directors), Mr. F. Chamberlain, Mr. T. H. 
Bower, Mr. G. M. Davey, Mr. W. Jones. Mr. E. Fitzgerald, Mr. C. L. 
Smiles, and other members, and Mr. E. E. Barron (secretarv). 

The Chairman made a feeling reference to the death of Lord Alver- 
stone, who had been president for many years, but it was deemed 
inadvisable to appoint a new president in the present war time. He 

So referred with regret to the loss: of membership by death, including 
several members who had fallen on active service, 





After pointing out that the receipts of the association for the past 
year from dividends on investments, annual and life subscriptions, and 
donations had amounted to £1,760 1s. 6d., he was sorry to say that 
the Board had been compelled to sell a portion of capital to provide 
an addition of £500, the balance in hand Saher insufficient to meet the 
needs of the association. The expenses of the year had amounted to 
£253 1s, 4d., leaving a balance of £1,507 0s. 2d., which, with £134 4s. 
balance from the previous year and the proceeds of sale of capital he 
had referred to, made the net receipts for the year £2,146 1s. 2d. The 
Board had distributed £702 15s. 8d. amongst fifteen members’ cases, and 
£887 15s. amongst forty-four non-members’ cases, making the total 
relief granted £1,590 10s. 8d., and leaving a balance of £544 Qs. 6d. 
towards the expenditure of the current year. 

On the motion of Mr. Leighton, seconded by Mr. Chaplin, the directors’ 
report and balance-sheet were adopted. Mr. Gardiner was re-elected a 
treasurer, and Mr. Spencer Whitehead was appointed the second trea- 
surer, in place of Mr, Birdwood, resigned. ne directors of the past 
year were re-elected, and the auditors likewise, with the addition of 
Mr. P. G. C. Shaw in place of Mr. Reader, deceased, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this associa- 
tion was held on Thursday, the 1st inst., Mr. A. E, Pridham in the 
chair. The other directors present were :—Mr. T. H. Gardiner (trea- 
surer), Mr. E. E. Bird, Mr. N. Chaplin, Mr. C. F. Leighton, Mr. P. E. 
Marshall, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the secre- 
tary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £660 was voted in grants of relief 
to members’ widows and daughters, and £305 to the widows and 
daughters of non-members, Two new members were elected, and other 
general business transacted. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors of this association held their monthly meeting at the 
Law Society, on the 7th inst., the directors present being Mr. Wm. C. 
Blandy (Reading) in the chair, and Messrs. F. E. F. Barham, J. F. 
Beale, G. H. Bower, T. S. Curtis, T. Dixon (Chelmsford), W. Dowson, 
W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, C. G. May, and M. A. Tweedie. Five 
hundred and thirty-three pounds was distributed in grants of relief, 
and other general business transacted. In connection with call for 
military service, the following resolution was passed :—‘‘ That all 
applications for relief owing to the war from members or non-members 
or from their wives and families shall be considered on their merits, and 
be relieved to such extent as the board may in each case determine, 
without regard to any particular limit in accordance with the existing 
practice of the association. That in any such cases the Board shall 
have power to dispense with requiring the applicants to fill up the 
usual form of application and get it signed by two members, but any 
applicant may be required to give such information as to his means and 
position as the Board may think desirable.” 


Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 

The following further subscriptions have been made to this fund :— 
A. C. Clauson, Esq., K.C. ™ Fe ... £15 16 
Edward Beaumont, Esq. ... ioe nee saa ic, oe 
H. Gaselee, Esq. ... a es set 
J. H. Munday, Esq. 

Myer S. Nathan, Esq. 








Prize Money. 


In the House of Lords on the 25th ult. Lord, Beresford asked for 
information as to the total amount of prize money up to date, how many 
enemy ships had been detained in British and Dominion ports since the 
beginning of the war, and whether it was intended at the end of the 
war to return them to the enemy together with the freight those ships 
had- earned while employed by the Government. 

The Duke of Devonshire said that the total amount of prize money 
under the Supreme Court Prize Deposit Account was, on 10th May, 
£4,420,372. In addition there were moneys in the Indian and Colonial 
Courts, and part of these funds were at the disposal of the Government, 
and a special account was kept. The number of enemy ships detained 
in the United Kingdom and overseas ports was rather more than 200. 
He believed that in all cases those vessels had been or were being dealt 
with by the various Prize Courts concerned. Under the Prize Court 
Rules the Government had power to requisition ships and to use them 
in the most useful and economical way, and many of them had been 
so employed. The subject mentioned in the last part of the noble lord’s 
question was engaging the consideration of the Government, but he 
need have no fear that any money would be paid to the enemy on 
account of any freights earned by those vessels while employed by the 
British Government. There were technical and practical difficulties in 
the way of immediate distribution, among them the ne of the 
realization of the value of the ships requisitioned. On the whole, the 
Government thought it would be advisable that they should await the 
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conclusion of hostilities before making the distribution. The change of 
method would need legislation, but he thought it would not be opposed. 
As to whether the interest on the money would go to the officers an 
men, he believed the question had not yet been decided. Personally he 
held a very strong view that the interest should follow the capital. 











Obituary. 
Mr. E. J. Widdrington Byrne. 


Captain Edmund James Widdrington Byrne, South Wales Borderers, 
formerly reported missing and now reported killed on 29th April, was 
the second son of the late Mr. Justice Bryne. He was born in 1880, 
educated at Marlborough, and admitted a solicitor in August, 1903. Since 
1905 he had worked with the firm of Speyer Brothers. On the outbreak 
of war he re-joined the Inns of Court O.T.C., in which he had formerly 
served, and obtained a commission in the South Wales Borderers, being 
promoted captain on Ist May, 1915. He had served both in Flanders 
and Gallipoli, and was wounded in December, 1914. Captain Bryne 
was a member of the Royal Thames, Royal Temple, Royal Corinthian, 
and Burnham Yacht Clubs. 


Mr. Archibald F. Noble. 


Captain Archibald Francis Noble, Cheshire Regiment, was the son of 
the late J. H. Noble, of Selby House, Ham Common, and was educated 
at Westminster. He joined the Inns of Court O.T.C., and fired regu- 
larly at Bisley. He was admitted a solicitor in 1908, and was a member 
of the firm of Bayley, Adams, Hawker & Noble, of Bank Chambers, 
Tower Bridge-road. He went through the Staff College, Camberley, and 
proceeded to France in September, 1915. Captain Noble was slightly 
wounded in the recent fighting, and was being taken-to the dressing 
station when he was struck a second time and killed. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Jonn Coope Apams, of 5, Clements-inn, Strand, and Mr. Joun 
Fretp Beare, of 16, Great Ceorge-street, Westminster, have been 
appointed members of the Military Services (Civil Liabilities) Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. Artuur Smirx, LL.B. (London), solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. 
Smith & Payn, Faversham, has been appointed Clerk of the Peace for 
Faversham Borough, Secretary of the Faversham Water Company, Clerk 
and Treasurer of the Faversham United Municipal Charities, and Clerk 
to the Governors of the Faversham Grammar, Wreight’s and Wm. 
Gibbs Schools, in succession to the late Mr. F. F. Giraud. Mr. Smith 
was admitted in 1892. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Epwarp VeRNOR Mites and Frank WiLttAM TREHEARNE, solicitors 
(E. Vernor Miles & Co.), Theobald’s-road, Bedford-row, London, 
W.C, May 23. The said Frank William Trehearne having joined His 
Majesty’s Forces. The said Edward Vernor Miles continues to practise 
at the above address. 

NatHaAnteL Barrett WarRNeER Bromuey and Cuartes Hitt Cutross, 
solicitors (Warner Bromley & Culross), Finsbury House, Blomfield- 
street, in the city of London. March 31. [Gazette, June 2. 





Removal. 


Messrs. Wortuineton, Evans, Daungy, & Co. have removed to their 
new offices, Suffolk House (ground floor), Laurence Pountney-hill, 
Cannon-street, E.C. The new telephone number will be City 6837. 





General. 


At Cardiganshire, N., Assizes, at Lampeter, on 29th ult.. Mr. R. 
Geddes-Smith, of Aberystwyth, head of the firm of Smith, Davies, & 
Evans, solicitors, and a member of the Town Council of Aberystwyth, 
expired in court. 

Judge Atherley Jones, K.C., on Wednesday, in the City of London 


Court, awarded the crew of the Deal lifeboat Charles Dibden £75 for 
salving the iron schooner Bess Mitchell, of Hull, on a voyage from Goole 


| to Guernsey. The lifeboat men took off six of the crew and the captain's 
wife, but no charge was made for that, the lifeboat men contenting 
themselves with the honour of doing their duty. 


A draft of eighteen new laws, designed to safeguard the neutrality 
of the United States during the continuance of the present conflict, has 
been presented to Congress by the Attorney-General. 


A message from the Times Correspondent at Cairo of 29th May says 
that the retirement of Sir Malcolm M’Ilwraith, Judicial Adviser to 
the Sultan, is announced. Sir Malcolm has presided over the Judicial 
Administration in Egypt for eighteen years, having succeeded Sir J. 
Seott in 1898. During his tenure many important international legal 
questions have been settled, and the Administration completely 
reorganized and united. To-day the state of justice in the country is 
in the highest degree satisfactory. It is expected that Sir William 
Brunyate will succeed him. 


The Right Hon. Hugh Holmes, of Fitzwilliam-place, Dublin, late 
Lord Justice of Appeal in Ireland, Solicitor-General for Ireland under 
the Disraeli Government from 1878 to 1880, Attorney-General in 1885, 
M.P. for Dublin University, 1885-7, who died on 18th April, aged 
seventy-five, son of the late Mr. William Holmes, of Dungannon, left 
unsettled personal estate in the United Kingdom valued at £52,572. 


In the House of Commons on 3ist ult., Mr. Asquith, replying to 
Sir A. Markham, said : My right hon. friend the Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs and I have already made public statements on the subject of 
peace, and one of them, made on the occasion of the visit of repre- 
sentatives from France, had special reference to the last statement of 
the German Chancellor. There was nothing in the statements made 
by the German Chancellor to indicate that Germany was prepared to 
consider terms of peace that would safeguard the interests of the Allies 
or the future peace of Europe, and I do not see that I can usefully add 
anything to the recent speech of my right hon. friend the Secretary ot 
State for Foreign Affairs. Sir A. Markham : In view of the fact that 
the war may last for several years will the right hon. gentleman consider 
the advisability of letting the Germans know now what our actual terms 


of peace would be? What end will be gained by not letting the enemy 
know? Mr. Asquith : That is a debatable question, and I do not think 
I can usefully add anything to the answer which I have given. 


In the House of Commons on 29th ult. Mr. Dillon asked the Prime 
Minister whether his attention had been called to the statement that 
on Saturday a proclamation was issued by the Lords Justices in Ireland 
extending the application of martial law to the whole of Ireland for an 
indefinite period ; whether he had approved of this proclamation; and 
if so on what ground he justified the application of martial law for an 
indefinite period and to the whole of Ireland long after all disturbances 
had come to an end, and when nine-tenths of the population remained 
perfectly peaceful throughout the recent insurrection ; and whether he 
considered the issue of such a proclamation was calculated to promote 
an atmosphere favourable to the settlement of the Irish difficulty by 
general good will and assent. Mr. Asquith: I said in my statement 
last Thursday that martial law was being continued for a time as a 
precautionary mesure and in the hope that its disappearance will be 
speedy and complete. In the meantime it will not be resorted to 
except in the case of urgent necessity and with the minimum of incon- 
venience to law-abiding persons. 


The unsettled estate of Miss Ethel Gertrude Everest, of Chippens 
Bank, Hever, Kent, daughter of the late, Colonel Sir George Everest, 
C.B., ‘F.R.8., Surveyor-General of India, has been sworn at £22,573 
gross, with net personalty £18,134. It was announced in the 7'imes of 
13th April that Miss Everest had left the house on her estate to the 
National Trust to be used as a home of rest for tired brain-workers, 
particularly writers and artists. From the terms of the will, which has 
now been admitted to probate, it appears, says the Times, that the 
land round the house has also been bequeathed to the National Trust to 
be used as a public park for the use of the nation, and as a “bird 
sanctuary,’’ where bird-life shall be encouraged, together with £8,000 
for the maintenance of the estate. Miss Everest also left the residue of 
her estate, after providing for some legacies to relatives and others, 
for the formation and maintenance of a college in India on lines 
approved by the natives, for the education of natives by natives. 








Tue “Oxford ” Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 
(Advt.) 








The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior Sale. 








June 21 and July 19.— Messrs. TROLLOPE, at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds (see advertise- 
ment, back page, this week). 
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- Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—FRiIDAY, June 2. 


prexet CHEMICAL Company, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims t> R. T. Hall 
Norwich Union Chmbrs, Edmund +t, Birmingham, Liquidator 

WILLiaM BERRIE & SONS LTD.—Creditors sre required, on or before July 15, to send in 
their name- and addresses, and the particulars of their deb:s and claims, to Frederick 

William Me'lor Wilson, 8, Cook st, Liverpool, Liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 6. 


W. Huenes & Son (BANGOR), Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 23, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. H. 
Dodds, 5, Harrington st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

ARMITAGE & IBBETSON, LTD --Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Arvold Hooper, 
1, Cheapside, Bradford, liquidator. 

Kapexs, Lrp. (in VOLUNTARY LiQuIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of;their debis or claims, 
to Mr. William Eaver, 15, Fountain st, Mane’ ester, :iquiiator. 

Romar LORRIES, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTAKY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 14, to send their names and address-s, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Artnur Charles Bourner, Bush Lane House, Cannon st, liquidator 

SrpgepING & MARSHALL STEAM SHIPPING Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).— 
Creditors are required, on or before July 10, to send their names and addiesses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Speeding and Septimus Mar- 

shall, 22, John st, Sunderland, liquidators. 


—_—— 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 2. 


Tee-to-tum Club Buildings Co, Ltd. 
Greater Omnibus & rvices, Ltd. 

8. Laycock, Ltd. 

Inter-Siberian Syndicate, Ltd. 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, June 6. 


jar Picture Hall Co, 1 td. Charles G. Standing & Co, Ltd. 
J. Chessum & > Ltd. Mazdaznan Publishing and Supply C :, Ltd. 


Alfred Wilson & Co, Ltd, 

Cannock Athletic Grounc Co, Ltd. 
Woolridge & Co, Ltd. 

B. Lofthouse, Ltd. 


Peco nes, Steynskraal Syndicate Ltd, 
Romar Lorries, Ltd. Rochester City Steamship Co, I td. 
Maison Page ,Ltd. London Sumatra Rubber and Produce 


saston Lift Co., Ltd. Estates, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY oF OLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 26. 
pe, Mane MARTHA, Harcome rd, Stoke Newington 


en sq 
BRETHERTON, HENRY, Leyland, Lancs Tailor and Draper June 24 Rawsthorn & Co 


Preston 
BRocpEN, JouN, Manchester, Beer Retailer June 27 Oobbett & Co, Manchester 
Brown, Exviza, Spalding, Lincs June 30 Crust, Spaldin 
RRowN, GEORGE, Spalding, Lincs June 30 Crust, Spalding 
KE , RAYMOND, Northbfleet, Kent July 1 Martin & Son, Gravesend 
Cooke, JamuEs, Leeds, Cabinet Maker June 15 Peckover & Co, Leeds 
DaVENPORT, HENRY, Bollington, nr Macclesfield July 7 Hand, Macclesfield 
Davey, ELIZA, Montserrat rd, Putney June 24 Petch & Co, Bedford row 
Davis, Janz ANN, Kirkdale, Liverp.ol July1 Cooke, Liverpool 
Davison, KATHERINE ANNIE, Speldhurst, Nannup, Western Australia June24 Linnell 
& Murphy, Oxford 
Day, CAMELIA GrorGINA, Brighton June 10 Nye & Donne, Brighton 
Dzxz, REGINALD JoHN, St Leonard onSea July8 James & James, Ely pl 


June 15 Rye & Eyre, 





ELLio rT, HAROLD St CLarn, MRCS, LRC? Lond, FRGS, who died at Yokohama, Japan 
vune 30 Young & Co, Essex st 

ENGL EFIELD, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity In, Solicitor June 26 
Pritchard & Co, Paint rs’ Hall, Little Trinity In 

Fox, GzorGg, Bedminster, Bristol June 26 Fussell & Co, Bristol 

GABONY, AUGUSTE MATHILDE AGNES, Guilford st June 26 New‘on, Queen}Victoria st 

GALE, Ros4, Stafford terr, Kensington Augl Gunner & Sons, Bishop's Waltham 

GATWARP, GEORGE WALTER, Bloemfonteiu rd, Shepherd's Bush, Signwriter June 30 
Webster, Union Bank chmbrs, Chiswick 

GODDARD, ERNEST. Southend on Sea June 30 Maskell & Co, John st, Bedford row 

GREEN, WILLIAM, Blackpool June 24 Marsh & Co, Leigh, Lancs 

GUNSTONE, MARY CICELY, Bath June 15 Carpenter, Bath 

HACKETT, HARRIETT, Nottingham June 30 Marrivtt, Nottingham 

Hays, CATHERINE, Princes st, Rotherhithe July 7 Marchant, & Co, Broadway, Deptford 

HeyYLin, EMMA, Fulham Palacerd June 24 Johoson & Co, King's Beach wk 

HINTON, ELIZA, Pewsey, Wilts June 23 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 

HOPKINS, GEORGE FREDERICK, Gloucester gdns, Hyde Park June 30 Welman& Sons, 
Westbourne grove 

Hornesy, EpGar, Coatham, Redcar, Yorks, Accountant's Clerk June380 Theodore & 
Co, Clement's inn 

LANGDON, ANN, Newnham, Glos Jane 30 Haines & Sumner, Newnham 

LAWRENCE, BERTIE HUME, Clifton rd, Finchley Juse7 Brooks & Heller, 20, Bucklers- 


bury 
Lort, WILLIAM THOMAS, Gravesend, Kent, Fishmonger Juve 30 Lovell & fon, 
Gravesend 
Loos®, ELIZABETH, Wisbech Saint} Peter, Cambridge June 27 Southwell & Dennis, 
Wistech 


MoGREGOR, MARGARET, Newcastie upon Tyne June 30 Dransfield & Elsdon, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
MCNALLY, DELIA, Moreton Morrell, Warwick June 30 Wright & Co, Leamington 


MILNE. JANE DoROTHEA, Eltham, Kent June 26 Piitchard & Co,'Painters’ Hal!, Little 
Trinity la 

MORRELL, FANNY, Leeds June 24 Jackson, Leeds 

MowsraY, KaTE Fawcett, Didsbury June 30 J R & LG Harries Jones, Oldham 

PAYNE, WILLIAM WATKINS, St James’ st June 29 Miller & Co, Savile row 

Puick, Homer, Barnet, Herts June 27 Woolley, Clement's inn, Strand 

RICHARDSON, JosEPH, Stafford, Furniture Dealer June 30 Hand & Co, Stafford 

SEELY, Sir CHARLES, Ba t, Arnold, Nottingham July 1 Enfield & Son, Nottingham 

Sturr_e, HARRY WILLIAM, Mosman, New South Wales June 30 Stewart, Public Trustee, 
Kingsway 

TOWNSHEND, DUDLEY RybER, Fleetwood, Lancs July 3 Somerville, New sq, Lincoln's 
ino 


TUCKER, Rev WALTER LONGMAN, South Molten, Devon July 7 Murray & Co, Birchin 11 

WHITBURN, JAMES, Chacewater, .rnwall June 30 Rowe, Redruth 

WHITE, ELIZABETH, Tabor Grove, Wimbledon July 3 Haiham & Co, Salters’ Hall ct 

WINSOR, BENJAMIN, Portnall rd, West Kilburn June 24 Turner & Co, Ipswich 

Woovcock, Mary ANN BERTIE, buckingham gate July7 Crawley & Co, Dean's yard, 
Westminster 


London Gaz. tte.—TUESDAY, May 30 


ALLEN, JONAH, Handsworth, Birmingham July1 Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 

ATKINS, JAMES, Walsall, Road Contractor July 25 Evans & Son, Walsall 

BiGwooD CHARLOTTE, Croydoa June 26 Roberts, Harcourt buldgs, Temple 

BosworTH, BEUBEN, New Wortley, Leeds, Prison Warder July 1 Bulmer & Co, Leeds 

DAVIES, PETER, Liverpool July1 Cameron & Co., Liverpool 

Brown, THOMAS EDMUND, Jarrow, Builders’ Surveyor July 15 H & A Swinburne 
Gateshead 

—— 1HOMAS WILLIAM, Rowlands Gill, Durham, Farmer June 27 Ord, Gates- 
1€ 

CARTER, THOMAS FREDERICK, Liverpool July 4 Johnson & Son, Liverpool 

CHapM4N, ERIC GLENN, North Finchley June 30 Francis & Vener, Bishoprgate 

CHAPPELL, MARY ANN, Crick, Northampton June 27 Wratislaw & Thompson, Rugby 

CANNING, HUBERT GEORGE DE BURGH, Marquisof CLANRIKARDE July 14 Peake & Co, 
Bedford row 

CoMPTON, HENRY LAWRENCE, Heygate st, Walworth July 4 Laytons, Budge row 

CRISPS, EMMA ELIZABETH, Ashford, Kent June 30 Kingsford & Co, Ashford 

DAVID, HERBERT, Neath June 30 Robertson, Bute Docks, Cardiff 

DAVIES, PETER, Wa'lasey, Chester July 1 Cameron & Co, Liverpool 

Day, JAMES, Kymin Tower, Monmouth, Farmer June 29 Williams & Sons, Monmouth 

Drew, Tom Gippinas, Urchfont, Wilts June 25 Jackson & Jacks »n, Devizes 

EGERTON, MARY ELIsaBeTa, York July 3 Lingards & Hamp, Manchester 





FITZMAURICE, ROBERT BRvUCE Sidcup, Kent, Ship and Insurance Broker June27 Lam 
pard, Gray's inn 

FRANKAU, JULIA, Berkeley House, Hay Hill July 10 Wild & Collins, St Lawrence 
House, Trump st 

GIBSON, SUSANNAH, Alnwick June 21 Wade & Robertson Alnwick 

GILLETr, HUBERT CykUS HowaRrD, Gillingham, Norfolk, Farmer July 8 
Norwich 

Gass, JAMES, Sunningdale June 30 Dunford & Gale, Windsor 

HAMBLETON, HENRY RoBERT, Chakrata, [Adia July 1@ Andrew & Co, Great James st 

Isaa0, BENJAMIN RICHARD, Liverpvol, Fire Engineer and Brass Founder June 22 
Laces & Co, Liverpool 

——— WILLIAM WILDMAN, East Harptree, Somerset July 8 Meade-King & (o, 

to 
LAW, JOHN ANDREW, Chiswick, Journalist June 30 Blackman, Gresham House 


Keith & Co 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND QUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATE 


LOMDOoW, =1.C. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LICENSES 


INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


‘ FB ng Clauses for insertion im Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent om 
ication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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LowERY, Mary,Gateshead June 26 Ord, Gateshead 

Lun, JAN®, Marsden, nr Huddersfield June 26 Sykes, Huddersfield 

MARSHAM, AMELIA SARAH, Edgwarerd July 1 Rye& Eyre, Golden aq 

MILDRED, CHARLOTTE GERTRUDE, Bournemouth June 24 Vandercom &Co, Bush In 

NEAL, ANDREW EDWARD, Forest Gate, Essex, Master Lighterman June 30 Peace & Co, 
Plashet In, Upton Park 

NIGHTINGALE, PREDERIC CHARLES, St John rd, Putney, Solicitor June 16 Greenfield & 
Cracknall, Lancaster p!, Strand 

PARRY, EDWARD, Liverpool July 26 Jones & Ree, Liverrool 

PHILPOTT, LOUISA, Salisbury, Wilts June 30 Culross & Holt, Mincing In 

SCAMELL, REGINALD FRANK, Alexandra rd, Wimbledon June 30 Miller & (Co, 
Copthall av 

SHAWS, JAMES LANCASTER, Lathom, Lancs, Farmer June 30 Wall & Son, Wigan 

SMITH, JosEPH BLECKLY, Albert st, Regent’s Park July 7 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

SPTERS, JOSEPH, St Leonards on Sea, Civil Engineer July6 Sheard & Co, Clement's inn 

SWAIN, HENRY BENJAMIN, Edgbaston, Birmingham June 30 Cottrell & Son, Bir- 


mingham 
VickERs, THoMAS EDWARD, CB, Stanhope pl, Marble Arch 


Sheffield 

WADSWORTH, EDWARD, Southport June 30 Blunt & Brocklehurst, Macclesfield 

WATKINS, THOMAS, Weymouth July 7 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

WILBRAHAM, DONALD FORTESCUE, Grosvenor pl July 11 Ellertun & Wilbraham, Birk- 
beck Bank chmbrs, High Holborn 

WILSON, HANNAH, Bolton le Sands, Lancs June30 Todd, Lancaster 

WILson RoBEeRT Dopie, Upper Brook st, Grosvenor eq, Barrister at Law June 23 Nisbet 
& Oo, Lincoln's inn fields 








June 24 Vickers & Co 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 2. 


BARCLAY, MARY ANNA, York ter, Regent's Park June30 Hanbury & Co, New Broad st 

BENNETT, MARGARET, Seacombe, Chester June 15 Lynskey & So s, Liverpo | 

BERKLEY, SARAH, St Leonards on Sea July 14 Norris & Spicer, 8t Leon rds on Se. 

BIppIcK, ELLEN KATE, Stoke, Devonport, Plymc uth July 14 Gard, Devonport 

BLACKWELL, ARCHIBALD Everitt, Worrall, nr Bradfield, Rolling Mill Director July 15 
Branson & Son, Sheffield 

Bonwork, Co! LairH, Cromwellrd July 1 Fladgate & Co, Pall Mall 

a. ISABELLA, Chalford,Glos July1 Brumell & Sample, 
yne 

BROAD, Lt ALFRED EVANS, Wellington College, Berks July 138 Broad, St Mary Axe 

Saewe, GrorGe Hanson, Jericho, nr Bury, Tailor July 4 Woodcock & Sons, Bury 
ance 

CHAMBERS, SAMUEL, Dunchurch, Warwickshire, 
Rugby 

CHATER, JAMES WILLIAM, Jarrow, Durham, 
Jarrow on Tyne 

CHATTERTON, JOHN, Great Grimsby July 3 Barker, Grimsby 

CHEETHAM, JOHN FREDERICK, Stalybridge, Chestér July 1 
chester 

CLARK, EpitH Mary, Plymouth July 14 Gard, Devonport 

CLOTHIER, ROBERT FRANK, Bangaloie, Mysore,India July 15 
James st, Bedford row 

COATES, SARAH ELIZA, Craven Hill gdns July 15 Kennedy & Co, Russell sq 

CORRINGHAM, SAMURBL Waltham, Lincs, feedsman July 3 Barker, Great Grimsby 

Corrs, James, West Thurrock, Essex, Butcher July 1 Capron & Co, Grays, 


Newcastle upon 


Farmer July 8 Lupton Reddish, 


Bank Manager July 15 Livingston, 


Cunliffe & Co, Man- 


Andrew & Co, Great 


Essex 

Drxon, BenJaMiIs, Plumstead, Kent, Foreman June 16 Vaughan, Wellington st, 
Woolwich 

Dosss, WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, July3 Barker, Great Grimsby 

DONALD, THOMAS HENRY, Swansea June 25 Puntan, Swinsea 

DUNNETT, HARRY NORMAN, Clacton on Ses, Essex June 30 Synnot, Manningtree, Essex 

FARNWORTH, HELEN, Wolverhampton July 1 Fowler & Co, Wolverhampton 

FORSTER, -USAN, 8t Leonards on Se. July 1 Chatinder & Co, Hastings 

Gostine, WILLIAM, Hurdsfield, Macclesfield June 30 Smale, Macclesneld 

GRAYSON, Hakky, Thornton Dale, Yorks July3 Whitehead & Son, Pickering 

HALEY, JEMIMA, Stalybridge, Chester June 30 F H & W Worsley, Stalybridge 

HAMERTON, Lucy, Elland, Yorks Jun: 24 Weston & Co, Manchester 

HAMMOND, GERTRUDE ALIC#, Ruislip, Middix June 24 Godfrey & Robertson, 
Chancery In 

a Rev Roper, Port Clarence on Tees, Durham July 15 Livingston, Jarrow on 

yne 

Hgrwoop, ANNA, Tunbridge Wells July 8 Snell & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

HINTON ANN, Warminster, Wilts July 1 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey 

HINTON, ToM, Inkpen, Berks July1 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 

een - ANNE, and Hopspon, JOHN Frxara, Plumstead July 4 Gush & Co, Finsbury 
eir 


Hupson, Mary, Pickering, Yorks July3 Whitehead & Son, Pickering 
HvueGuaxs, EDMUND, Bromley, Kent July 14 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
JUDD, AARON, Waltham Abbey, Essex, Carpenter July 4 Dowding, South sq, Gray's 


inn 

KNIGHT, HENRIETTA CAROLINS MARY, Henley in Arden, Warwick June 30 Romney & 
Fraser, Great Malvern 

LAMBERT, ELLEN ELIZA, Great Malvern July 2 Robinson & Sons, Blackburn 

LEWIS, ELIZABETH, Chalfont St Giles, Bucks Jone 30 Durnford & Gale, Windsor 

MAGUIRE, BRIDGET, Liverpool July 12 McKenna, Liverpool 

a a FRANCIS, Kenley,Surrey June30 Colyer & Colyer, Clement’s inn 
Stran 

NEWTON, MARY ELLEN, Avenuerd, Crouch End July 1 Smith & Hudson, Fe church st 

OLIVER, Henry, North Finchley July 20 Wells & Sons, Church End, Finchley 

PRATT, Henry, Dukinfield, Vheshire, JP Sept 29 Innes, Manchester 

PRECIOUS, ESTHER, Sandholme, nr Howden, Yorks June 15 Bailey & Haigh, Selby 

PRIZEMAN, JOHN GRIMSHAW, Levenshulme, Manchester, Law Clerk June 24 Weston & 
Co, Manchester 

RATCLIFFE, CLARA CAROLINE, Brighton June 30 

RATCLIFFE, CHARLES SEAWARD, Brighton June 30 Neale, Brighton 

RIGGALL, MARY Louisa, Alford, Lincoln July 3 Barker, Great Grimsby 

ROBINSON, GEORGE, Great Grimsby, Labourer July 3 Barker, Great Grimsby 

Ross, Jane, Chesham, Bucks June 14 Simpson & Scott, Chesham 

SCHRODER, ADELAIDE ANN, Alderley Edge, Chester July 7 Minor & Co, Manchester 

Stows, ELIZABETH, Falmouth June 30 Mills & Co, Balfour House, Finsbury pymt 

SWEET, ALBERT, Mark, Som:rset. Farmer June 24 Clapp, Wedmore, Somers t 

THOMPSON, JONATHAN, Bowscar, Penrith, Farmer June 21 Little & Co, Penrith 


Neale, Brighton 
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THOMPSON, SUSANNAH, Kingston upon Hull June 30 Stuart, Hull 

THORNTON, Rev WILLIAM HENRY, North Bovey, Devon July 7 Buckingham & 
Kindersley, Exeter 

Wits, ELIZABETH. West End In, Hampstead June22 White & Co, Sackville st 

Wuirts, Lewis ABRAH4M, West End In, Hampstead June 22 White & Co, Sackville st 

WuHrrmore, Henry Josern, Reigate, Pictu'e Framer June 17 Nicholls & Co, Old 


Jewry chmbrs . 
WiLpeust, ELIJAH, Beeston,) No tingham July 17 Wildgust, St Albans rd, Seven 


Kip 
WiLmot, JOHN, Budleigh Salterton, Devon July 10 Summerhays & Son, Eastcheap 
July 1 Fladgate & Co, Pall 


WILSON, ¥ CHARLES Rivers, GCMG, CB, Berkeley sq 
Mal 

Woop, JoHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Glass Bottle Maker July19 Stott, Leeds 

Wricut, Emma, Old Trafford, Manchester July7 Rigby, Manchester 

WRIGLEY, ELIZABETH JANE, Gerard rd, Harrow July 12 St Barbe Sladen & Wing, 
Queen Anne's gate, Westminster 


YounG, Sir ALLEN WILLIAM, Knight, CB, CVO, Albemarle st July 15 Pyke & Co, 
Linc »In’s inn fields 
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ANDREW, MARY, Murrow, Isle of Ely, Cambridge July 10 Ollard & Son, Wisbech 

BARR, NICHOLAS, Stanghow, Yorks June 24 Buchannan & Richardson, Guisborough 

KEESLEY, WILLIAM, Hankham, Westham, Sussex July 8 Hingley & Roll, Eastbourne 

BENEDICT, ALBERT EDWARD JULIUS Wii BRAHAM SCoTT, Cavendish mans, Langham st, 
July 10 Busk & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

BETTESWORTH, TOM, Hove, Sussex July 18 Marchant & Co, Broadway, Deptford 

B CKERTON, JAME’, Horsley, nr Otterburn, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler Aug? 
Brown & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BIRD, EMMA, Knutton, Staffs July 6 Till, Newcastle : 

BLACK, EDWARD WALLACE. L'‘verpool, Sharebroker July 25 Bailey & Atkinson, Liver 

01 

BLACKBURN, ANN, Batley, Yorks July8 Whitfield, Batley 

BrRooK®, HARRY BRINSLEY, Windlesham, Surrey July 10 Foster & Co, Queen st pl 

BROOMHEAD, JOHN WILLIAM, Chiswick July 3 Murray, Chiswick 

BROUGH, ELIZA HELENA, Manchester, Costumier July3 Orrell, Manchester 

BUTLER, ALIOR, Drayton gdns July 20 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

CABLE, SARAH, Newcastle upon Tyne July17 Stanford & Lambert, Newcastle upon 


T 

CocHRaNE, Capt DoNALD JAMEs,'RFA, who was killed in action onthe May 8, 1916 
July 12 Sladen & Wing, Queen Anne's gate. Westminster 

COLWILL, MARIANNE RICHARDS, Ilfracombe July 9 Rowe & Warren, Ilfracombe 

COTTERILL, JOHN, Sedgley, nr Wolverhampton July 8 Hall, Wolverhampton 

Cripps, FREDERICK, Worthing July 12 Green, Worthing 

DALBY, MARY ANN, Steyning, Sussex July 1 Flowers & Son, Steyning, " 

DE WOLF, GEORGE LEBLANOH, |Little Sutton, Chester July 6 Pennington & Higson, 
Liverpool 

DICKINSON, JON Kgy, Arlecdon, Cumberland, Farmer Juiy 10 Howson & (o, 
Whitehaven 

EDEVEAIN, RICHARD FRANCIS EATON CHARLES, Great Ormond st, Queen sq July 5 
Dade & Co, Queen Victoria st 

ELLIOTT, ANTON, Newcastle upon Tyne, Electro Plater and Enamelier July 1 Richard- 
son & Elder, Newcastie upon Tyne 

FARRIER, Mary, Sutton Coldfield Juy7 Neve & Co, Wolverhampton 

FITzGIBBON, FRANCES MARY, Bickenhall mans, Portmansq July 6 Guscotte & Co 
Essex st, Strand 

FREMLIN, RICHARD HENRY, Maidstone July14 King & Co, Maidstone 

GILLESPIE, ALEXANDER, Newcastle upon Tyne, Veterinary Surgeon July 31 Dransfield 
& Elsdon, Neweastle upon Tyne 

HAVILL, HENRY JAMES, Dundasrd, Peckham June24 Furber & Son, Gray's inn sq 

HOLE, CHARLES MARSHALL, Tiverton, Devon Solicitor July 8 Hole & Pugsiley, Tiverton 

JonES, EDWARD WILLIAM, Hoylake, Chester, July 6 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

JonEs, OWEN, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Master Plumber July 6 Reinhardt, Biri enhead 

JONES, SAMUEL RopEN, Southport July 16 Brighouse & Co, Southport 

JORDAN, ANNIE JOSEPHINE, Lytham, Lanes July 14 Lonsdale & Grey, St Anne's on 
the Sea 

Jupp, EL1za, Waltham Abbey, Essex July 10 Dowding, South sq, Gray's inn ‘ 

KNIGHT, CHARLOTTE BRYCE, Eastbourne Jaly 15 Ince & Co, St Benet chmbrs, Fen- 
church st 

Le MEssuRIER, Col AUGUSTUS, RE, Mount av, Ealiog July 10 Welsh & Co, Pinners 
hall, Austin Friars 

Le Vork, FLORENT ALFRED HYACINTHE, Geneva, Switzerland July 1st MacMillan & 
Mott, Clement's in 

LOACH, CAROLINE, Edgbaston, Birmingham July 8 Clarke & Co, Birmingh in 

MANB Y, JOHN, Kensington gate July 8 Dowson & Co, Surrey st 

MATTHEWS, JOHN, Wavertree, Liverpoel July 31 Frederick Liodsy, Liverpool 

MCCULLOCH, CHARLES, Liverpool, Merchant June 25 Morecroft & Co, Liverpool 

NICHOLS, Mae gm BATES, Maidstone,|Paper Beg Manufacturer June 24 Norwood, 
As) ford, Kent 

Ovenses, 2a JAMES RUDALL, Norris st June30 Snow & Co, Great| St. Thomas 
Apostle 

PASSMORE, RICHARD, Cullompton, Devon June 30 Burrow, Cullompton 

PEARCE WILLiaM, Margaret st July Eggar & Co, Brighton 

PENNY, EMILY CLARE, Hove, Brighton «July 6 Wood, Swansea 

RHODES, SARAH, Lancaster July 10 Hall & Oo, Lancaster 

Ropp, Francis Henry, Exeter July1 Jackson & Parkhouse, Exeter 

SENIOR, ANN ELIZABETH, Armley, Leeds July3 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds 

SHIMWELL, LUCY ANN, Manchester June 26 Sale & Go, Manchester 

SLOANE, ANNE, Weston super Mare July 8 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 

SPILSBURY, WILLIAM, Portishead, Somerset June 30 Stewart, Public Trustee, Kings 


way 

Vincent, Extza, Sundesiand July 1 Dobinson, Sunderland 

WALKER, Josers, Leeds July 15 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

WALKER, WATSON HENRY, Manhattan, New York July4 Murray & Co, Birchin In 

WATERMAN, CHRISTMAS, Farnham, Surrey July 1 Downie & Gadban, Alton, Hants 

wares, LeTiTia Mary, Nottingham July 10 Bryan & Armstrong, Mansfield, 
Notts 

WHITFIELD, WILLIAM STOREY,Gateshead June 30 Chatt, Gateshead 

WILKEs, JoHN, Handsworth, Birmingham June 30 Wright & Ore, Birmingham 

Winhlans, a ANNE, Boscombe, Southampton July20 Woolley, Clement's inn, 
Stran 

Woop, George Dean, Stowe rd, Shepherd's Bush July 12 Davies, Uxbridge rd 
Shepherd's Bush 








Maker 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 26. 
ADJUDICATIONS., 
BEVAN, ALICE MAUD, Rhos-on-Sea, Denbigh Bangor Pet 
May 23 Ord May 23 
BEVAN, FREDERICK ALBERT EDWARD, Rhos-on-Sea, Denbigh, 


Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


Bath chai 
May 22 


Attendant Bangor Pet May 22 Ord 


Pet May 22 Ord May 22 


FORD, PgRoy VIVIAN, Dynas Powis, Glam, Slate Manufac- 
turer Cardiff Pet May 22 
JonEs, ALFRED HENRY, Gloucester, Draper Glouces er 


Brown, CHARLES, Brompton, nr Northallerton, York, Boot | MARJERRISON, JAMES, Pockiington, Farmer York Pet 
Northallerton Pet May 22 Ord May 22 May 20 


BROWN, FREDERICK ALLAN, Ashby, nr Scunthorpe, Lincs, 
Grocer Great Grimsby Pet May 8 Ord May 22 
CASSELL, HARRY LAZARUS, Leicester, Furrier Leicester 


Ord May 20 
| MARTIN, EDWARD, Cinderford, Glos, Collier Gloucester 
} Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
MAWER, ARTHUR HOUNSLOW, Oxford, Lodging House 
Keeper Oxford Pet May 22 (rd May 22 
Pine, ees, Henworth, Middlx, Florist and N ureerymee 
Ord May 22 ¢ we Kingston, Surrey Pet May 23 
ROBINS, GEORGE ALBERT, Lye, Worcester, Grocer Stour 
} bridge Pet May 23 Ord May 23 





gson, 


Co, 


« 





